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CAMP DACHAU, GERMANY 


20 June 1946 


MORNING SESSION 
(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 0830 hours.) 


PRESIDENT; Take seate. The Court will come to orders 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record show 
that all members of the court, all members of the Prosecution,with 
the exception of Lt. Col, Crawford who is absent on business of the 
Prosecution, and Capt. Byrnes, who has been excused by order of the 
Commanding General, all members of the Defense, all the defendants, 


and the reporter are present. 


DEVENSE COUNSEL: The Defense recolls Dietrich Ziemssen, 


You sre reminded you are still under oathe 
(Whereupon the witness, Dietrich ZIEMSSEN resumed the 


stand.) 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I don't believe the 
statement, "the witness 1s reminded he is still under oath", was 
translated, was it? 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Yes. 

PRESIDENT: That statement should always be made by the 


Prosecutions 
DIRECT EXAMINATION, continued 


QUESTIONS BY DEFENSK COUNSEL (Dr. RAU): 
Q Are there documents about the fact that troops were in-~ 
structed about treatment of prisoners of war, according to regula- 


tions of the Geneva Convention? 


A It was ordered that every time when o soldier was instruct. 
ed as to the treatment of prisoners of war for the first time this 


was shown in his personal--in his file. 


(Ziemesen ~ direct) 


Ne RES SE ee 


eee 





Q Did the division also receive orders as to the treatment of 
the civilian population? 

A No orders were issued concerning the treatment of the civile 
jan population, But it said in the operational order that armed re- 
Sistence was to be expected from the civilian population in Belgiun, 

Q What instructions wero given for this purpose? 


A There were no specific instructions, 


Q Was said anything about how this resistence of the civilian 


population was to be broken? 
A Without any reference to the civilian population, it was 


ordered that every opponent who would present himself was to be at~ 
tacked and the resistence was to be broken, 

Q Was this order also read to the troops? 

A In the Divisional order, which was issued by the lst SS 
Penzer Regiment and published to ite units it said,after the enemy 
units were listed, armed resistence of the civilian population is 


to be expscted, 
TR, RAU: I ask to repeat the question, sinco obviously 


& mistake in the translation occurred, Repeat your anewer, please, 
A In the Divisionel order it said, besides enemy units,the 
American units which were listed in this order—-it said that you 
have to count on armed resistence of the civilian population, 
Q Did the Division issue any order with reference to the 
evacuation of prisoners of war? F 


a In the same order it said the prisoners of war are to be 


taken back on empty convoys to the supply stations. 


Anything else? 
No; nothing else, 
How long have you been with the Division at that time? 


I wasin that division until the 21st of December, in the 


evening; then I was wounded, 
Q Was the accused Dietrich with the division at that time? 
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Q General Dietrich was at the O.P. of the Division on the 
15th of December in the aftornoon for a short while? 

Q What did he do there? 

A He asked how far the division was in ths preparations, asked 
if the communication with the home units in the assembly area—csked 
if there was o communication with their own units in the assembly 
area, 

Q Did they give any orders or instructions with reference to 
the treatment of prisoners of war or of the civilian population? 

a No. 

Q How many prisoners did the division take during the time 
you wsre there? 

A During the time from the 16th to the 22nd of December, the 
division took more than a thousand prisoners of war, 

Q What happened to those prisoners of war, if you lmow? 

A I, myself, saw in the time from the 16th to the 2lst of 
December about eight hundred prisoners of war on thelr way—correc= 
tion, on my way from Stadtkyll to Engeledorf. Those prisoners of 
war were taken back partly on foot, partly on convoys. Twice I 
personally ordered the establishment of a collecting point. That was 
in Amel and in the forest near Kaiserbaracke. 

Q Did you tell us all that you personally saw? Did you tell 
everything that you saw, personally? 

A At the time I also found out where those prisoners came fren 
Part of them were taken by the combat group"Hansen" and part of them 
were taken by the combat group "Poiper', 

Q. f Have you been interrogated by Prosecution counsel during 
the last time? ; 

A I was interrogated nine times by an interrogation officer 
of the Prosecutions 

Q What did he tell you with reference to how nany prisoners 
were teken by the division? 
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A I was told that 1-0 of the division of Obersturmfuehror 
Walther had stated that he only saw two prisoners of war whom he 
personally interrogated. 

Q Were you told that this Obersturmfuehrer Walther was in 
Dachau? 

A Yos. 

Did you see him in Dachau? 

A Noe 

Q Did you volunteer for being a witness? 

A Towards the end of April I made a written application to 
be used as a witness and on the basis of thia application I became a 
witness, so tha Prosecution used me—on the basis of this application 
the Prosecution called me for interrogation. 

Q 4s a front line soldier, did you make any observation as to 
descriptions of incidents on the front line? 

A I am sorry, I do not understand. 

Q As a front line soldier, did you have any experisnce in 
reference to incidents which are connected with the combat on the 
front lines? 

A Yee 


LAW MEMBER; Well, now, what time and what place? I mean 


as far as counsel 1s concerned, what time and what place in connec- 


tion with this Eifel offensive? 

Q In connectinn with the Eifel offensive, and the offensive 
in the Ardennes? 

A I found out that all the reports referring to incidents 
on the front line, or combat reports, were very unreliable, especial~ 
ly during the. last time of the war, And therefore I only believed 
in what I myself saw. 

Q At that time when you were wounded, where did you got 

A g2nd of December I came to the aid station of the Divis- 


ion in Montenau. 
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Q At that time were you confronted with wounded American 
soldiers? 

CAPT. .SHUMACKER; I object to the question as leading. 
PRESIDENT: Objection sustained. 

Q The soldiers who were--the soldiers who were at this aid 
station, of which nationality were they? 

A They were soldiers of the 6th Panzer Army, Furthermore, 
wounded captured American soldiers and some civilians who had been 
wounded through artillery fire in that vicinity. I saw in this place 
more than 20 wounded American soldiers. 

Q Didn't you also state that you saw prisoners of war at all? 

A Yes. I altogether saw--no, I mean in this place more than 
20 wounded soldiers. 

LAW MEMBER€ Counsel will please wait until the question 


has been translated, This is the last time I can tell counsel that. 


DEFENSE COUNSEL (Mr. Walters): I think that should be 


translated. I don't think Dr, Rau understood, 
LAW MEMBER: Yes, he waved his head. He underotood it 
all right, ; 

Q There were only wounded prisoners of war? 

A Yes, wounded prisoners of war were taken there in our own 
ambulances and were treated there according to the turn they had 
arrived, together with our own wounded soldiers, 

Q Were there also civilians? 

A Yes. There were some civilians, but very few, since there 
was come artillery fire in the vicinity and the civilians had been 


brought from the village in the vicinity. 





Tk #210 
SR-6/20-1 


UR. WALTERS: May it please the Court, my attention 
has been called to the fact that'it was "American artillery 
fire" and that was not translated that way. 

INTERPRETER CHLOSTA: American artillery fire. 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE CCUNSEL (DR. RAU): 

Q Did you receive the book by Michael Prawdin, 
"Tschingis-Chan and his Legacy"? 

A Yes, .I paceived a book about Tschingis-Chan by 
Prawdin. ' 

Q When did you receive this book? 

A I can't remember the exact time. I believe it was 
in 1936. 

Q Who sent you this book? 

A This book was sent to us by the office of the 
Reichsfuhrer-Ss. 

What do you mean by "us''? 

This book was sent to officers. 

What was the purpose of this? 

A This book shows the character of Tschingis-Chan 
and his means of power and the possibility that Asia can be 
organized for combat against Europe, 

Q Did it say anything in this book of Tschingis- Chan 
about, the fighting attitude and the fighting morale of the SS 
on the occasion of the offensive in the Eifel and in the Ardennes 
offensive? 

LAW MEMBER: That question is decidedly out of order. 
It has no place in this trial at all. It is most obvious and 
will not be tolerated by the Court again. 

DR. RAU: I am of the same opinion but the matter 


was brought up by the Prosecution. I am finished. 


PRESIDENT: Any other questions by the Defense? 
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DEFENSE COUNSEL: You may cross examine. 
CROSS EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER): 
How old are you, Ziemssen? 
3h years old. 
Yhen did you join the Nazi Party? 

A 1935. 

Q In other words, you did not join the Party until 
after you got into the SS? 

A I joined the Waffen SS in 193) and I joined the 
Peg 1935. 

Q There was no Waffen 5S in 193, was there? 

A The name was commonly used at that time but there 
were some units that later on were transferred to the Waffen 
ss. 

Q 4s a matter of fact, there was no Waffen SS in 193), 
was there? Was there any organization in Germany know as the 
Waffen SS in 193? 

A No, the designation at that time did not exist. 

Q As a matter of fact, the organization that you 
belonged to was a police force, a security force for the Nazi 
Party, was it not? ! 

I never received any police training. 


Will you answer the question, please? 


A 
Q 
A Yes. 
q 


Will you please read the question, Miss Reporter? 
(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter as 


follows: 


(Ziemssen-Cross ) ; 
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"As a matter of fact, the organization that you 

belonged to was a police force, a security force for 

the Nazi Party, was it not?") 

A It was not a police organization but it was a unit 
about the use of which nothing was said at that time. 

Q Do you mean that the purpose for which this organiza- 
tion was used was secret? 

A No. 

Q Do you mean the use to which the organization was 
put was not generally known? 

A It was not generally Imom because the units at 
that time were very small and only os few people knew about 


our existence at all, 


Is it any secret now? 


Q 
A No. 
Q 


What were they used for! 

A They were trained in order to be put into action in 
case of a war. 

Q That was in 193)? 

A We received our training in 193 inthe same manner 
as the units of the army. 

Q You had been in the Waffen SS ever since? 

A For one year I was detailed to the Reichsfuhrung ss. 
The other time I always was with the unit command. 

Q You mean Hinmmler's headquarters. That is what you 
are talking about, is it not? 

A No, I was not in Himmler's headquarters but in an 
office which belonged to the Reichsfuhrung. 

Q That was the central headquarters of the SS? 

A That was the main office for race and settlement 
affairs, one out of several main offices. 
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Q You say you went to the LSSAH in September 193), 
is that correct? 
A Yes. 


From 1940 to 1943 you were with the Vilcing Division? 


Q 
A Yes, I was with the Viking Division. 
Q 


Participated with the Viking Division in the campaigns 
in Poland and Russia? Strike that — Campaign in Russia, not 
Poland? 

A Yes, I participated in the campaign in Russia with 
the Viking Division. 

Q That was likewise an SS Division? 

A Yes, that was also a division of the Waffen SS. 

Q With that division, were you charged with the re- 
sponsibility of plans and training? 

A I was regimental adjutant and battalion commander 
with the Viking Division. At that time I had nothing to do with 
the plans of the division. 

Q Are you familiar with the thousands of prisoners of 
war and the thousands of civilians that were murdered by the 
Viking Diyision? 

A No, I don't know anything about that. 

Q Do you deny it? 

A The Viking Division did not murder thousands of 
prisoners and civilians. 

Q Only hundreds, was it? 

, MR. STRONG: Objection, if it pleases the Court. 
This question seems to have no bearing on the issues that were 
brought out on direct examination. 


PRESIDENT: The objection is sustained. 
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QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER): 


Q You say that the LSSAH, prior to the Eifel Offensive, 


conducted a training program relative to the treatment of 
prisoners of war? 

A In ‘the beginning of the time of training of the 
division in Westfalia, elementary orders and istructions 
were issued with reference to the training; and in this order it 
also said that the troops were to be instructed about their at- 
titude during the war and regulations according to the law in war, 

Q In other words, there is no question but what all the 
troops in your division of the LSSAH had full and ample instructions 
on provisions of the Geneva Convention as apply to prisoners of war? 

A. In order to be sure that every man was instructed, it 
was ordered that. Strike that. It was expressly ordered at that 
time because many young men came intothe division and that they 
would receive those instructions. 

Q You still have not answered my question. Are you 
sure that every man in your division received instructions rela- 
tive to the treatment of prisoners of war as provided by the 
Geneva Convention? 

A I cannot say that for every single man in my division. 

Q Did you not say on direct examination that you not 
only conducted this training program but you checked to see if 
the instructions had been carried out? 

A Among other things, I was ordered by the commander 
of the division to supervise the performance of the orders with 
reference to the training. 

Q Well, you checked them to see if they were carried 
out, did you not? 
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A (Speaking in German Language) - - 

Q (Interrupting) Can you not answer that question Yes 
or No? 

A Yes. 

Q Thank you. What was the result of your check? 

A As the result of my check I found out that the men 
in the units were instructed and trained according to the regula- 
tions which the units had received. 

Q That is, all units in your division? 

A All my units in the division. 

Q That includes these men sitting over here in the. 
prisoners! dock from the lst Panzer Regiment? 

A The training was especially correct in the lst 
Panzer Regiment. 

Q You at that time were G-3 in the division? 

A Yes. : 

Q Of course, you were thoroughly familiar with the 
provisions of the Geneva Convention as apply to prisoners of 
war? 

I know the regulations, 
How does it read? 

A The prisoner is to be treated decently. He is only 
obliged to give his name, rank and serial number in case of his 
capture. Then he is to be removed from the fighting area. He has 
a claim on regular maintenance, if it is necessary, also medical 
treatment. His private: belongings are to be left on him. 

8 Is he supposed to carry ammunition, for example, 

from an ammnition dump to a tenk or artillery base for the 
enemy while combat is going on or whether combat is going on or 
not? 
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A As soon as possible he is to be removed from the 
fighting area. 

Q I did not ask you that, did I? I asked you if a 
prisoner of war was supposed to carry ammmnition from a supply 
dump to a tank or artillery base during combat? 

A Nothing is said about that in the regulation. 

Q Yeu mean there is nothing in the regulation that 
prisoners of war cannot be used for duties connected with 
combat with the enemy? 

A Yes, it says there that the prisoners of war are not 
to be used in combat. 

Q Do you think carrying ammniticn to an artillery base 
is a combat operation? 

A It is a support of the combat. 

Q Well, would you say that that is permitted under the 
Geneva Convention? 

A No, it is not permitted. 

Q What about prisoners ‘carrying the wounded of the 
capturing force under artillery fire? Do you think that is 
permitted under the Geneva Convention? 

A No, it is not permitted. 

Q Do-you think forcing prisoners of war to dig slit 
trenches or foxholes for the capturing force is permitted under y 
the Geneva Geen cion? 


® 


A No, that 4s not permitted either. 


Q Were your officers, especially in the lst SS Panzer 


Regiment, well trained in the regulations of the Geneva Convention? 
A They were instructed about the Geneva Convention. 
Q Were they well trained? 


(Ziemssen-Cross ) 
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A I already said before that the 1st Panzer 
Regiment was trained especially correct and especially well. 
Q Did sf say that they were well trained, the officers 
in the lst Panzer Regiment? 
A Yes, they were well trained. 
Q Part of Skorzeny's group was committed with your 
division, was it not? 
A Yes. 
Q They were likewise well trained in the principles 
and provisions of the Geneva Convention, were they not? 
MR. STRONG: Objection. There has been nothing 
about the training of troops of Skorzeny brought out in 
direct examination from this witness. This witness testified 
about the 1st Panzer Division and not about any other units. 
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: I would like to be heard on 
this question, if the Court please. This witness has testified 
that part of Skorzeny's groups was committed with the division. 
Furthermore, to test this witness! credibility, I have a right, 
I believe, to go into this matter. 


MR. STRONG: Nay I say something further? This 


_ witness has testified that the group Skorzeny was, attached to 


the lst Panzer Division immediately prior to the offensive. 
The training courses about which this witness speaks have been 
held for quite some time before. Therefore, there is no time 
for correlation between the training courses given to the 
ordinary members of the Leibstandarte and anything which might 
have happened to the Group#Skorzeny. 

CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: The question was — I asked 
this witness iff he knew whether Skorzeny's troops had been 
trained. 
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PRESIDENT: The objection is overruled. 


LAW MEMBER: That question should be answered Yes 


CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: Does the witness recall the 
question? 
THE WITNESS: No. 
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: Will you please read the 
question, Miss Reporter? 
(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter as 
follows: 


"They were likewise well trained in the principles 
and provisions of the Geneva Convention, were they not?") 


THE WITNESS: On the 15th of December 19h I met the 
gentlemen of the group of Skorzeny for the first time. 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER): 

Q In other words, you do not know whether they were 
trained or not in these matters, is that correct? 

A No, I don't know that. 

Q On direct examination you related a conference that 
took place between the accused Peiper and yourself in which the 
question was discussed as to who in the Panzer Regiment would 
be in charge of guarding and evacuating prisoners of war. 

A i There was an exercise which was conducted by 
Colonel Peiper for the officers of his regiment. 

MR. STRONG: Correction, May it please the Court, 
the words "sand table conference" would be better. 

THE WITNESS: (Continuing) At this sand table 


exercise it was demanded that a Panzer Unit had to advance very 


fast and that the vehicles had to remain together. 
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Q I just asked you if you testified on that subject on 
direct examination? 

A Yes. 

Q And you also testified on direct examination that the 
conclusion or the decision reached was that the guarding and evacua- 
tion of prisoners of war taken by such a unit as Peiper's would be 
handled by the crews of the knocked out tanks? 

A I stated, when the matter of guarding prisoners of war 
was brought up, Col. Peiper recommended that in the first place 
personnel of knocked out tanks had to take over the guarding of 
the prisoners of war. That doesn't include the evacuation. 

.Q In other words, the crews of the knocked out tanks were 
just to stay at the place where the prisoners were taken and guard 
them there, is that right? Can't you answer that yes or no? 

A Yes. 

Q Thank you. So there is quite a different operation be- 
tween the taking or capturing of prisoners of war and evacuating 
them, is there not?» 


The evacuation had to be done by other people, 


A 
Q Well, I say it is a different operation altogethar? 
A 


Yes, there is a difference. 

Q So the taking of prisoners and the evacuating of prisoners 
to a collection point are two different and separate things? 

A Yes. 

Q In the Divisional operational order you say that the task 
of evacuating prisoners of war was to be taken over by the Panzer 
Grenadier Unit and the Reconnaisance Units? Is that what you 
testified to on direct examination? 

A That is not correct, like this, 

Q What did you testify to? 
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A It is a duty of the Panzer Grenadiers to take over the 
prisoners who had been taken by the Panzer Units and the Recon- 
naisance Units. 

Q That ‘order went to Peiper? 

A Yes. 

Q On what date did you go along the route of march from 
Stadtkyll to Engelsdorf? 

A I left the area of Schmidtheim, on the 16th in the evening 
and arrived in Engelsdorf on the 19th, in the afternoon. 

Q Will you state your route of march by names of tovms? 

A Yes. Command Post of the Division on the 16th, in the 
South of Schmidtheim. I went to the positions on the west wall 
on the 16th, on the way from Stadtkyll to Losheim, on the 16th, at 
night, in the Command Post of the Division in Hallschlag. On the 
17th I remained at Hallschlag. Several times I went on the road 
from Hallschlag to Losheim. During the night from the 17th to the 
18th I was on the road from Hallschlag to Losheim. On the morning 
of the 18th I went across Losheim -- the Losheim ditch, in south- 
western direction, and in one locality there I met Oberfuehrer 
Mohnke again who had gone ahead; I guess the name of the place was 
Manderfeld; on the 18th at noon to Honsfeld; on the 18th I put 
the blocking in Honsfeld aside. During the night from the 18th 
to the 19th I was in the Command Post of the Division to the South 
of Honsfeld. In the morning of the 19th, from Honsfeld through 
the forest in a Southwestern direction to Amel; from Amel on the 
yoad to Engelsdorf, and there I arrived in the afternoon of the 19th. © 

*Q@ ~~ Did you go through Buellingen? 


A Noe * 


Q Did you pass the Cross-roads about three kilometers North 


of Engelsforf? 
A No, I was not North from Engelsdorf. 
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Q Was the Division C.P. in Engelsdorf when you got this 
order to investigate the murder of American prisoners of war that 
allegedly took place South of Malmedy? 

A I don't understand the question as to the report. 

Q I will rephrase the question. Perhaps it wasn't clear. 
Was the C.P. of the 1st sS Panzer Division located in the town of 
Engelsdorf when you received an order to investigate an alleged 
murder of American prisoners of war? 

A I did not receive such an order. 

Did you ever hear of such an order? 

No. 

When was the first time you heard anything about prisoners 
of war allegedly being killed by units under your Division? 

In August 1945, pee the "Stars and Stripes", 


A 
Q That is the first time you heard anything about it? . 
A : 


Yes. 

Q You never heard about it over the radio or from any other 
source? 

A No. 

Q And your Division made no investigation and made no report 
to the 1st Corps about any prisoners of war being murdered during 
this offensive, did it? D 

DEFENSE (MR. STRONG): Objection. This witness has testi- 
fied that he was wounded on December 21, 1944. 

PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): We object to counsel's - 
through the argument - telling this witness what to say. Just ‘let 
him answer the question, whether he knows it or not. 

LAW MEMBER: This witness may know, 

PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): Now, will you please read 
the question (to the reporter)? : 
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(Whereupon the reporter read the last question by the Prosecu- 


tion.) 


QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): 


‘A 


I cannot say this, since I was away from the Division for 


a rather long period of time. 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


You were in Engeledorf on the 19th, were a not?.-.-- 
I arrived in Engelsdorf in the afternoon of the 19th. 
How long did you stay there? 

Until I was wounded on the 21st. 


You were with the Headquarters there then until the 21st 


of December, is that right? 


A 


Yes, with the exception of the afternoon of the 20th. In 


the afternoon of the 20th I was in Recht. 


Q 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 


You didn't go to Wanne, did Our 

No, I vas not in Wanne. 

And what time vere you wounded on the 21st? - y 
In the evening of the 21st. 


So you were with the C.P. of your Division: unt dl ‘the Sveti, 


of the 21st, is that right? 


A 
Q 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


Q 


~ Yea. Gere 
How long were you incapacitated as a result of. ye 
Until the middle of February. 
And then you returned to your Division? 
Then the Division was transferred fo Hungary. 
I asked you if you returned to your Division? 
Yes. ; 


When you returned to your Division, did you resume your 


former duties as G-3, or in German 1-A? 


A 
Q 


Yes. 


And after you returned you heard nothing about this alleged 
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murder of American prisoners of war committed by units under your 
Division during this offensive? 

A No, I did not hear anything about it. 

Q Ziemssen, do a suffer with intermittent attacks of 
amesia? i 

DEFENSE (DR. WIELAND): I object to that question. A 
similar question was refused already some time ago. 

PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): I will make it very 
competent and very relevant in about the next question, if the 
Court please. 

FRESIDENT: Objection overruled, 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): 

Q And what was your answer? 

A If I understand correctly, I was asked whether or not I 
was suffering from amnesia. 

Q No, not if you are suffering, but if you do. suffer from 
intermittent attacks of it? I will rephrase the question so there 
won't be any doubt as to the witness understanding what I mean. 


As a result of the wounds you received, or any other cause 


that you know of, are there occasions when your memory completely 


* fails you? 
z a No. 
Q About three weeks ago you were interrogated every days 
were you not, by Mr. Thon sitting here, as to the contents of the 
operational order and the order of the day you received from the 
Army prior to this offensive, is that correct? : 
Ok Yes. i 

Q dnd you told Mr.Thon every day for days -- five days ina 
vow - that you could not) remember the contents of either ons of 
those orders, did you not? 
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A This representation is not correct. 

Q Did you tell him what the contents of those orders were? 
Can't you answer that? 

A I repeatedly told the contents of the order of the day of 
the Army, and I also gave the contents of this order in the presence 
of Lt. Col. Ellis, 

PROSECUTION (CAPT, SHUHACKER) : Just a minute...it doesn't 
seem to me that all that answer was translated. 

DeFENSE: May it please the Court, let the witness answer 
the question. i 

PROSECUTION (CAPTI, SHUMACKER): I am just anxious, Col. 
Everett, that that is answered and gets into the record. They say 
that the entire answer was translated, so I apologize. 

A «+..on Friday the 10th. 

DEFENSE (MR. STRONG: I believe the last answer of the 
witness has not been completely translated. 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPT. SHUMACKER): 

Q So you say that the first day you were talked to you told 
the contents of the Army order of the day and the operational order 
to Mr. Thon? 

A No, I did not say that. 

Q On which of the interrogations did you tell him the contents 
of the operational order and the order of the day? 


A I was interrogated nine days, partly all day long, and in 


the courstof these nine days, and I gave Mr.Thon the contents of the 
order of the..day of the Army, how I could remember and how I stated 
it to this Court repeatedly, 
Q . Did you tell him the contents of this Army order of the day 
the first day he interrogated you?, Can't you answer that yes or no? 
A I already gave him part £ the order of the day of the Arny 


(ziemssen ~ Cross) \ 


1802 





on the first day of the interrogation. 
Q- Didn't you say that you heard about this case and volunteered 
as a witness? 
A I said to Mr. Thon that I was here asa witness, after I 
had read in the newspaper that this trial was to be started. 
Q That was before you came to Dachau. Were you here when 
you read about it in the paper? Can't you answer that yes or no? 
PRESIDENT: Just a minute. The interpreter will direct 
the witness to answer "yes!' or 'no" to direct questions. 
(Whereupon the interpreter did as directed.) 
A Yes. I read the newspaper here in Dachau. 
PROSECUTION (CAPT, SHUMACKER): If the Court please, I 
have so many natters to take up... 


PRESIDGNT: The Court will recess until 1030 pours. 


(Whereupon at 1000 hours the Court recessed.) 
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(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1030 hourse) 

PRESIDENT: Court will coms to orders 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record show that 
all the members of the Prosecution with the exception of Lieutenant 
Colonel Crawford, absent on business of the Prosecution and Captain 
Byrne excused by verbal order of the Commanding General, all the members 


of the Defense with the exception of Mr. Strong, Dr. Pfister and Dre 


Leiling, absent on business of the Defense, all the defendants and the 


reporter are presente 

DEFENSE: The Defense recalls Lieutenant Colonel Dietrich 
Ziemssene 

DIETRICH ZIEMSSEN, a witness for the Defense resumed the stand 
and testified as follows: 

(Whereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings 
were interpreted to the German counsel. and the accusede) 

CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: Ths witness is reminded that he is still 
under oathe 

WITNESS: Yese 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (Capt Shumacker) (Cont'd): 

Q Is it true or not Ziemssen that when you were first interrogated 
here at Dachau by Ire Thony you told him you needed time to remember the 
contents of the Army order of the day issued for this offensive? 

A Yese 

Q So you were unable to ranember the contents of the order the 
first tims you were interrogated? 

aA I could not state it without my further thinking upon the 
first questions ® 

Q Prior to your being interrogated, had you not sent a note to 
someone volunterring as a witness in this case? 


A Yess 


1804 


(Ziemssen ~ Cross) 





Q To volunteer as a witness in this case you of course had to 
kmowthe issues at stake, did you not? 


A Yese 


Q When you volunteered as a witness what did you pl to testify 


A I wanted to appear as a witnessto the facts, as it appeared to 
me that the incidents as they were described in the paper were not properly 
describeds 

Q Were you present at the crossroads south of Engelsdorf between 
1:00 and 2:00 otclock the afternoon of 17 December 1947 

A Nos 

Q Do you know of your own knowledge what happened there4 

Noe 
Were you present in Engelsdorf on the afternoon of 17 December? 
Noe 


Do you know of your own knowledge what happened there? 


Noe e 


Yere you in the town of Wanne Belgium on the 20th of December 


Noe 
Were you aver in Potit Thier during this offensive? 
Nos 
Q Were you ever in Lutre Vois in the vicinity of Bastogne during 
this offensive? 
A ' Noe y 
Q When you volunteered as a witness, you didn't plan to testify as 
to any facts that took place at these places I have mentioned, did you? 
A I cannot testify to anything that happened in those towns. i 
Q So the only thing loft for you to testify to was about orders 
that had been issued, is that not correct? 


A Yese 
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Q And despite that fact, when you were first interrogated 
by Mre Thon, then you couldn't remember the contents, of the order? 

A Y6se 

Q And*to help you refresh your recollection, Mre Thon and 
later Lieutenant Colonel Ellis brought you the statements written in 
German by somes of the accused, Peiper, Gruhle, Kraemer and otherse 

A Yess : 

Q But never during the course of the interrogation by Mre Thon or 
Iieutenant Colonel Ellis were you able to give the contents of this Army 
order of the day as you have given it to the Court from the witness stand? 

A Yes, I was ‘able to cd thate 

Q Qn which interrogation did you do it? 

A I remenber quite precisely, Friday the 10th, I stated the 
contents of the arder that day in the presence of Lieutenant Colonel 
Ellis and was interrupted while doing so. 

; Q That was which interrogation? In other words, how many times and 
how meny days were you intermgated when you gave the information? 

A That was the sixth daye 


Q The sixth days Who had you talked t in the meantimns if anyone 


other thm Mr. Thon and Lieutenant Colonel Ellis who might have aided you 


in refreshing your memory? 

A I tal ked to one ‘German afficer whose name I also gave to Mre Thon, 
but who was not informed of these matterse : 

Q When did you talk to Maier? 

A I talked to Maier when we mat while being called for interrogation 

ripe by the Defenses 

Q How many German officers by the nama of Maier do you know? 

A Very manye 2 

Q How did you know which one I was talking about when I asked 
the last question? 

A Because ‘the Maier we are talking about is the one about which 


Mr. Thon told mo he had now found the G-3 of the Hitler Youth Division 
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one Lieutenant Colonel Maier. 


Q Is that the ons you are talking about? 


A Yese 

Q Now you say after you went from Hallschlag to Engelsdorf 
you saw approximately eight hundred prisoners of war? 

A Yese ; 

Q What percentage of those did you see between Hallschlag and 
Honsfeld? 

A Could I cite the individual casas? 

* Q I just want an approximate peroentage, Did you see half of 
them between Hallachlag and Honsfeld or did you ses most of them between 
Honsfeld and Engelsdorf? 

A About two-thirds of them wera east ar rather south of Honsfelde 

Q Do you mean between Honsfeld and Engelsdorf? 

A That is between Honsfeld and Hallschlage 

Q Two-thirds between Hallschlag and Honsfeld and one-third between 
Honsfeld and Engelsdorf? 

A Approximately like thate 

Q You stopped and talked to these prisoners, did you? 

A I talked briefly to the troops which took the ir isonera back 
or were guarding them. 

Q From what units were these troops? 

ATER most of them probably were from the Amrican 99th Infantry 
* Division. ee 

Q I am td king about the nen who were guarding them. 

A They were mambers of the regiment 1, division Liebstandarte 
and otherse 

Q Vihat others? 

A In one case ‘Iremaber two men who were with an SPT from the 

SPW group attached to tho panzer unite 

Q So you remember two panzer grenadiers in other words, and 
all the %hers you remember were from the lst panzer reziment? 
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A No, not that way, no. Thore were some in the gronadisr 
regiment 1, and in one instance I particularly ramember there wera 
two of them from the grenadier regiment 2. 

Q Now, panzer grenadier regiment 1 did Got travd the route 
from Honsfeld to Buellingen to the crossroads to Engelsdorf, did it? 

A Grenadier regiment 1 took the route by way of Amelns 

Q. Again I repeat my questions It did not travol the route from 
Honsfeld to Buellingen to the crossroads to Engelsdorf, did it? 

A NOs 

Q Ths first panser grenadier regiment of which you were speaking 
was not attached to or connected with the ‘combat group Peiper, was it? 

A Nos 

Q Now, other than these men from the lst panzer grenadier 
regiment, the guards you saw were from the Ist panzer regiment and two 
men from an SPY from the 2nd panzer grenadisr regiment? 

A Not all the others were from the lst panzer regiments Near 
the Kaiser barracks I kmow thera were members of the panzer ragimente 

, Q In other words, you did ses thom, panzer troops, presumably 

crews from knocked outtenks evacuating prisoners of war, is that correct? 

A These ware not members of any knocked out tanks, but rather 
these men were members of a service. unit which -had taken over the : 


prisoners. 


Q. What panzer grenadier unit was attached to Peiper's combat 


grow? a 

A. The third battalion, second aby C 

Q Did you not testify on direct examination that the operational 
order of the division provided that the evacuation of prisoners of war 
would be taken care of by the grenadier troops attached to Paiper's 
combat group? ® 

A + Noy not that ways 

Q Do you mem to say that you did not testify that prisoners 
captured by the tank units and the reconnaisance battalion would be 


evacuated by grenadier troops? 
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A I said that it was the job of the grenadier units to take -- 
that isy grenadier units following the tank units to take over the» 
prisoners from the tank units in reconnaisance. _ This was not to mean 
these had to be those grenadiers attached to the combat groupe 

Q What grenadior troops on and after 17 December 194) ever caught 
up with Peiperts combat group? : 

A Other than the third battalion of tha 2nd panzer grenadier 
regiment that was attached to it? 

Q On the night from the 1sth, 19th to the 20th December, the 
second tattalion of the 2nd regiment was sent to the area of LaGleize 
by way af a foot mrche Were you there? 

A Noo 

Do you know if they ever got there? 

Yese : 

How do you know? 

By radio reports. 

You were in Engelsdorf at that time? 
Yese 

Q Your radio wes in contact with Peiper's combat group in Ia 
Gleize? , 

A Yese 

Q And with corps headquarters? f 

A. Yess : rete 

Q What. other communication did you have with corps? Did you Gr 
have messenger service ~ did you have messengers riding vehicles or 
motorcycles between your division héadquarters and your headquarters? 

A Yese 

Q On the 20th and 21st December 194, there was no breakdown in 
communications either by messenger or radio between division and corps, 
was there? 

A Noe * 


Q You say when you saw som of these prisoners returning to the 


rear, you established a prisoner of-war collecting point? 
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A Yese 


Q Did you testify on direct examination that a collecting point 
was already established in the operational orders) 


A The operational order stated that Brinenece of war collecting 


“stations, would’ be: established next to the fuel dunmpse 


Q Now, this: book called 'Tschings-Chan and his Legacy,t you 
Say you received in 1936, you say that the tenor of the book and the 
purpose of the book was to inform the reader how Asia could be o@ ganized 
for combat against Europe, is that correct? 

A Not that way. When I said that when this book was handed 
to us, it was handed to us with the purpose of explaining to us what 
Asia would be capable of doinge 


) 
y 
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Q Tt was nob otherwise an orientation as to the new mathod 
of warfare that could be used by the Germans ? 

A No, it was not that way, 

Q Did you read the book ? 

A I read the book by Prawdin about Tschingis-Chan called 
"A storm from Asia", 

Q I hand you a book ~- is that the one you are referring to ? 

A The type was different but it is the same author - it is 
about Tschingis-Chan but it is different - it is all mentioned hore. 
That is a summary and is probably different from the one I recoived. 

Q This is an abbreviation of the book you read, or an 
abridged edition, you might call it ? 

A According to what I can see by it - No! it is an extension 
of it. 
A supplement you mean ? 
I cannot say that. 


Have you ever read this book ? 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 


I read a book about Tschingis -Chan " A Storm from Asia. 

Q Don't you know as a matter of fact, that the book that you 
read and the one that I have show to you was literature that was 
practically required reading for every SS officer ? 

A No. 

Q “Don't you. know as a matter of fact that the distribution of 
this volume was: 50 largo - one being supposed to be avaliable for 
every p latoon of: the 85.2) é 

A. No. i ; : pia aati te e 

Q 2iemsgen; you fail to see any parallel Sinereerns betyeen 
tho mothod of ‘warfare employed by the SS and those used by Tschingis-Chan 
as related in the book you read ? 

® 


. ] 
DEFENSE:(Mr STRONG)’ I object to this question as it now 


calls for conclusion of the witness. 
PRESIDENT: Objection sustained. 
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Q Ziemssen, where is Yohnke, your Divisional Commander ? 

A I don't know. Iwas told by the Prosecution that hevas 
located here. 

Q Who told you he was ‘located here ? 

A Mr Thon told me that he had picked up Oberfuehrer Mohnke 
from his private apartment in Lubeck. 

Q You con't see him sitting there in the prisoners! dock 
do you? \ 

A I don't see him. 

Q One other question, you were ‘asked on direct examination 
this question in substance "Did the army order of the day issued 
prior to the Eifel offensive contain any statement about a wave of 
terror and fright that should precede the troops and that all resistance 
should be broken by terror ? 

A Yes 

Q And you answered the question in the negative ? 

A Yes 

Q You yourself prepared the divisional order that was trans- 
mitted to the 1st SS Panzer Regiment ? , . 

A Yes. 

Q You Imow, of course, that if you answered that question 
in the affirmative, that it might be incriminatjng insofar as you are 


? 


concerned personally ? 


DEFENSE: TI object to that type of question my it please 


the courte : 

PROSEGUTION : (Capt SHUMACKER) « Ir the court please, t think 
that question is perfectly competent to attack the credibility of this 
witness. One of the main basis of judging the credibility of a witness 
is first,his opportunity for knowing the facts -andsecond, his interest 
or lack of interest about the matters about which he testified. I 
think this question if the witness answered would certainly show his 
interest or lack of interest in the issues at stake. 

DEFENSE: Kay it ete Court: This witness is a 
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prisoner of war of the American Government and he is entitled to 
treatment under the Geneva Convention and is not to be intimidated 
by the Prosecution in this case. He is not charged with any crime 
oris he connected with any crime whatsoever. 

PRESIDENT: Objection over-ruled. ‘ 

A I was told several times during the interrogation by the 
Prosecution ‘that I could choose between being a prosecution witness 
or being made an accused myself that is why I am informed in this 
matter. 

PROSECUTION: (Capt .SHUMACKER) It is not responsive to the question 
but I have nothing further. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY THE DEFENSE:(Dr RAU) 

Q For purposes of clarification, will you repeat whether 
you changed anything in the army order of theday ? 

A No. 

Q How did you happen to get wounded in Engelsdorf on the 
21st December ? j 


A Artillery fire was put on Engelsdorf on the request of the 


Q Was there artillery fire in this offensive on the previous 
days too ? 

A No, that started on 19 December. 

Q When were the air attacks made on this area ? 

A Air attacks were made continuously in that vicinity. 

Q i I-want to repeat en thes question, among the guards » did you 
also see some men from the combat group "Peiper" ? 


A Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY THE COURT: 
QUESTIONS BY LAY .EMBER: 


Q You just testified that tho artillery fire was placed on 
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# 213 Engelsdorf at the request of the G- 2? 
20.8.) A Yes 
What G-2 ? 
The G-2 of the 30th United States Infantry Division. 
How do you know that ? 
It ch happened that I had the opportunity of talking to 
a Hr Ulimann last September who was working in the G-2 at that time 
and hé told me about what happened. 
Q Were you present at the Divisional Comrand post on 15th 
December when Dietrich visited you Division ? 
A Yes A 
Q Were you present when his conversation took place with 
your Divisional commander ? 
A No; Not all the time , but part of the time. 
Q Nareljae present at the Korps Commanders! meeting when tho 
Korps Commander. issued instructions to the Divisional Commander ? 
A Yes I was at the Korps C.P. on 15th December. 
Is that the meeting when Skorezeny was present ? 


Yes, that is the one, 


Yes, I was present throughout . 


Q 
A 
Q Did you hear the entire conversation which took place ? 
A 
Q 


Who else was present at that meting ? 

A The Divisional Comnanders of the. lst Korps partly, together 

with their G-3 were present. : 
: Q- Was Peiper present at the Korps meeting ? 
a Yes, Peiper was also present at the meeting. 

Qitee Was Knittel present 2 

A I do think so fae I'm not sure. 

Q Did you see any dead American soldiers between 17th and 
21st December 19 ? f 


A Yes. 


Q Where ? , : 
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A In the vicinity of the American positions across the 
road from our west wall positions. 

Q Will you go to the map and point it out ? 

A. Yes. Our hom positions. were .approximately here and on 
my way to Honsfold I crossed the Rail Road tracks about here (indicating) 
andin the vicinity of Losheim and Lanzerath past the former American 


position, and that-is where I saw the American soldiers who had been 


killed in action. , 
- Q Did you see any in Honsfeld ? 
A No, not in Honsfeld . I only saw Imocked out vehicles 
there. 
Q When you saw these dead American soldiers in the vicinity 
of Losheim and Lanzerath were they in groups or spread over the ground? 
A No, those were individually right next to their positions. 


Q Where else did you see dead American troops between 
Losheim and Engelsdorf ? 
; A No 

Q Did you see any in Engelsdorf itself ? 

A No. y 
‘PRESIDENT: Anything further ? 
PROSECUTION: No further questions 
DEFENSE: Nothing!Further. 
PRESIDENT: There appear to be no further questions.The 


witness is excused. 


(Whereupon, the witnessvas excused and’ wi thdrei) 


DEFENSE: The Defense calls as its next witness Lt Col - 
“WeGown. Lt Col Dwinell will conduct direct examination on behalf of 
the Defense. This witness has been flovm from the United states and 
it is requested that he be excused permanently after completion of 


Direct and Cross examination. 


\ 
Lt Col HAROLD D M!cGOVN a witness for the Defense was duly ; 
(UcGown--direct) 
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i 
SWOR! and testified through an interpreter as follows: 


20. §. 6. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE: (Lt Col INTINELL) 
x Nhat is’ your name ? 
Harold D NeGorm. 
Are you an officer in the Army of the United States ? 
I an. 
Vhat is your rank ? 
Lt Colonel. 
Are you commissioned in the regular army ? 
Iam, Yes. 
How long have you been an officer in the regular army ? 
Since July 1st 190. 
Vhat is your prosent assignment of duty ? 
A At the present time I am an instructor in the Infantry 
School at Fort Benning, Georgia but I am, however, under orders at 
the present for a change of station to the Armored School at Fort 


Knox. F 
Q Do your orders give you an assignment of duty at Fort 


Sox ? 


A Yes. that is correct. I report there when I finish at 
this trial. 
Q Did you ever have combat experience in world war number 2? 


i A I did. I fought in ‘the European Theater, in all five 


fia ag from’ Normarely through Central peUrope. ‘ 


Q Were ‘you in ooaand of a “unit at-thio time 2 

A Yes, I was Regimental operations Officer of the 119th 
Infantry Regiment up until November 194 and after that I commanded 
the 2nd Battalion of the same Regiment until the end of the war, 

Q Did you participate with your unit in the battle of the 
Bulge ? 

A I did, Yes. 
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Q In referring to the Battle of the Bulge, was that also 
known as the Ardennes offensive ? 
A It was. 


Was it also Imovm as the Runstedt offensive ? 


Q 
A It was. 
Q 


When were you first engaged in combat in the Battle of 
the Bulge ? 

A December 18th 19hh.. 

Q Where ? 

A Approximately three miles east of Warbemont and Lorce-Cherbon, 
Belgium. * ; 

Q Will you please take a look at that map (indicating 
Prosecution's Exhibit 3) and say whether those towms or villages 
you Inve just mentioned are showm thereon ? 

A No those places are not on the map. 

Q Where in reference to the terrain shovm on the map are 
those tovms or villages located ? 

A Well - Werbemont is’ about here (Indicating a point west 
of the map - Prosecution's Exhibit 3 about 5 Ikdlometers menu) and 
Lorce-cherbon is approximately here (Indicating a place just off 
the map-Prosecution's Exhibit 3 to the west). 

Qs And was this on the 18th December 19h) 


A It was. 


«e 
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Q What happened then? 


\ 


E A I was operating under orders to move down the roud to the 
east to contact the armored spearhead which had been whalted up un- 
til this time, and halt it. My regiment, inns my battalion, was 
operating on the same mission on the LaGleize-Stoumont road to the. 
north. Approximately at dark I ran head on onto an armored column; 
enemy, We were lucky enovgh to surprise them.and destroyed the four 
leading halftracks and 15 Germans riding them. I held my position 
west of the small stream at Lorce-Ohervon on orders from higher head= 
quarters, The armored column turned around to ny front and I could 
hear the heavier vehicles, the tanks, withdrawing to the east. 

Q Were you relieved from this position by any other unit of 
the American forces? 

A I was relieved on the afternoon of the 19th with the 82nd 
airborne division. 

Q On the 18th of December, 1944, did your unit capture any 
soldiers? German soldiers? 

A One of the 16 germans we knocked out of the four half- 
tracks wes badly wounded. He was brought to my 0.P, and questioned 
there. 

Q What happened then? 

a) Just vefore he didd he gave his identification as the lst 
SS Division, 


Q i Did he tell you what unit of the lst SS Division he was 


from? 
a He did note 


Q Did he tell you what battalion or regiment he was from? 

A He did not, s 

Q Were you able to determine what wit of the SS Divigion the 
half-tracks were from that were knocked out? 


A Not then. I was able to determine later. 
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Q What unit were they from? 

Hee They were from the spearhead of the lst SS Division oper 
ating undéy Lt. Col. Peiper. 

Q After you were relieved by the 82nd Airborne, what happened 
then? 

A I can show you better from the map. The night of the 19th 
I spent back off the map in an assembly area in reserve, back up in 
this location. 

DEFENSS COUNSEL: (Lt. Col. Dwinnel) Let the record show 
that the witness is pointing to a place off the map in the north- 
west corner thereof, The map, Prosecutions Exhibit P-3, 

A I was brought down to Tagnon and placed in assembly arca 
there on the 20th and placed under regimental control. 

Q Then what happened? 

A On the morning of the 21st 1 received orders to attack and 
cut off the German force at Stoumont from LaGleize. The first bat~ 
talion in my regiment was attacking Stoumont astride this road, mov- 
ing in an easterly direction. Attacking Stoumont, moving in an sast— 
erly direction along this line. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: (Lt. Col. Dwinnel) Let the record show 
that the witness is caption to a road leading into Stoumont from 
the northwest, Prosecution's map Exhibit P-3, 

A T moved with my battalion across country through this very 
steep, rugged térain and cut ‘half way in between the two towns of 
La@leize and Stoumont. -I was working with the leading elements and’ 


‘supervised ‘the ‘beginning of a road dlock cones sti ce of blasted trees i a 


“and! mines at: spproxinately that. location. ’ 


er on) ‘OL. DwINNEL} ” Let the record show thet the witness 
is pointing to a point on a road about aucneceunstara) of the dis- 
tance from Stoumont to La@leize-on the map, Prosecution's Benidit 


Pad. 


A I wae moving away from my front lines somewhere in this 
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_area right here, when I was captured by the superior German forces. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinnel): Let the record. show 
that, the Witness pointed to a location in the woods north of the 
Stoumont LaGleize road, Prosecution's Mep Exhibit P-3, 

A I had my operations sorgeant and radio operator with me 
at the time. 
Q What was the date you were captured? 

It was on the 2lst of Deceavar’ 1944, 

Was it in the morning or the afternoon? 

In the afternoon. In the middle of the afternoon. 

Who captured you? 

The men of the lst SS Division, 

Do you know how many men captured you? 

There were some men who did not show themselves from my 
rear, who fired over my head, when we moved away from the men in our 
‘front. One non-comm, end three men came up and disarmed us. 

Q Did you at any time find out just what unit of the SS Divis- 
ion these men belonged to? 

A I did not.. Except that I later found out they operated un- 
der Col. Peiper's command. i 

Q After you were captured, what happened? 

A I was taken immediately down to a small house in this vicin- 
ity in here, 

Q Was that house on a road? 

A It was ‘just off. the’ secondary road, heres 


YUM. COL. DWINNEL! “Let the record show that the witness 
2) Df COby DWINNEL: eu 


\ pointed ‘to a secendary read south of/Stoumont~La@leize road and at 


“a peint. about half way betwaen Stoumont and LaGleize, on Prosecution's 


map, Exhibit F~3. Then what happened? 
& I was taken into a room where a German lieutenant~colonel, 


whose name I later learned was Peiper, asked me some questions. 


(HoCown ~ direct) 
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area right here, when I was captured by the superior German forces. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinnel): Let the record show 
that the witness pointed to a location in the woods north of the 
Stoumont LaGleize road, Prosecution's Map Exhibit P~3. 

A I had my operations sergeant and radio operator with me 
at the time. 
Q What was the date you were captured? 

It was on the 2lst of December, 1944, 

Was it in the morning or the afternoon? 

In the afternoon. In the middle of the afternoon. 

Who captured you? 

The men of the lst SS Division. 

Do you know how many men captured you? 

There were some men who did not show themselves from my 
rear, who fired over my head, when we moved away from the men in our 
‘front. One non-comm, and three men came up and disarmed us. 

Q Did you at any time find out just what unit of the SS Divis- 
ion these men belonged to? 

A I did not. Except that I later found out they operated un- 
der 0ol. Peiper's command. j 


Q After you were captured, what happened? 


A I was taken immediately down to a small house in this vicin~ 


ity in here. 
Q Was that house on e road? 
A It was just off the aecondary road, heres 
LT. COL. DWINKEL: Let the record show that the witness 
pointed to a secondary road south of /Stounont-LaQietse road and at 
a point: about half way between Stoumont and LaG@leize, on Prosecution's 
map, Exhibit P~3, Then what happened? 


See I was taken into a room where a German lieutenant-colonel, 


whose name I later learned was Peipsr, asked me seme questions. 


(MoCown - direct) 
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Is the Peiper you have just referred to an accused in this 


He is. 
Would you be able to recognize hin again? 
I would, 
Will you take » look at the prisoners in the dock and see if 
he is among those present? 
A I cannot see them too well. (Witness moves nearer the de~ 
fendants). Yes, I see him. 
What number is hea woaring? 
No. 42. 
Did you have any conversation with Col. Peiper at that time? 
He obtained from me my name and rank,and no other informa- 
tion was exchanged on either side at the times 
i} Then what happened? 
A I was then taken with-the two men with whom I had been cap~ 


tured from this small house by way of the ‘secondary Toad into the 


town of LaGleize. I was then placed in a small cellar ith four other 


American officers of my own regiment. 

Q When you ‘entered LaGleise was it from the north, south, east, 
or wast? 

A It was from the south. This road dips toward the river 
and turns baci straight north to pass by this large church, 

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt, 0ol. Dwinnel): Let the record indi~ 
date that the witness pointed to a orl at tke south of LaGleize and 
to a church near the road. To a symbol indicating a@ church near the 
road., at the time he referred to entering the village of La@leize. 


Prosecution's map Exhibit P-3. i 
Q When you say you were taken to LaGjeize, whateday and what 
tine? ° 
A The time was 1600 on the 2lst of December, 1944. 
Did you have a watch on at that time? 


I did. 
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Q At any time during the 21st of December 1944 did you see 
any American prisoners of war mt acrontes by any members of Peiper's 
unit? 

A I did not. 

Q At any time during the 2lst of December were there any 
other prisoners of war in that vicinity but yourself? 

A Ky operations sergeant,and radio operator, were with me 
when I was captured. They were separated from me when we arrived 
at LaGleize and I saw tho four other American officers, whose names 
wore Lt. Cunningham, Lt. Yeomans, Lt. Henley and one other officer 
whoso name I.canmt remember, I am sorry, Lt. Cunningham was Higgin- 
bottom; I continually get it mixed up. 

Q On the 2lst of December at LaGleize with the exception 
of those four other officers, the sergeant and the radio operator, 
did you see any other American prisoner of war? 

A Later on that evening, I was show into a large cellar 
where approximately 135 prisoners of war were being held. 

Q Were these prisoners you have just mentioned prisoners of 
Peiper's unit? 

A They were. 

Q At ‘that time did you have any conversation with these 
Americans? 

A Yes. I stayed in the cellar for several hours. Since I was 
senior P.W. I took charge of them and organized them into a unit. I 
appointed a first sergeant and'platoon sergeant and got a fair means 


of distribution. of food and water settled upon by both the German 


ie captors, chief of which was ‘a warrant’ fficer, ag well as. fairness 


eo 


Stal iss ait ap ee bio 


among the P.W.s themsclves, 


6 
Q In your conversation with these Americans did you learn 


what unit they were fron? 


eS ane 


A I did. I questioned speoctfically,to bring my own Imowledge 


upward, of them when they had been captured and where they were frome 
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What did you learn? 

The bulk of the prisoners, over one hundred, were from our 
Srd battelion, which had been over-run on the 19th in Stouncnt, 
There was several from our lst battalion, who had been captured on 
the 20th. Lt, Yeomans was from the Srd battalion group; Lts. Higgen- 
dottom and Henley from the 1st Battalion; myself, my operations ser- 
geant and radio operator, were, luckily, the only ones from my unit. 
There were some men from the 3rd Armored Division who were operating 
in this area, There were— 

LT. COL. DWINNEL: Let the record show that the witness 
pointed to ‘an area off the colored portion of the rap and on the 
north part of the map, Prosecution's Exhibit-P+3, 

A There were also a few men from an artillery observation 


battalion,which number I cannot remember, that had been captured 


prior to the 3rd Battalion's men.entering LaGleize os prisoners of 


ware 


Q Do you know how these American prisoners of war were treat~ / 


A That question was uppermost in my mind as soon ao I began 
to talk with then, I specifically asked for any incidents which had 
occurred. I received quite a few cnewera.) When I boiled these down 
the most serious were "Not good enough food since they had been cap~ 
tured and thefts of watches and rings," 

Q Did you learn of ‘any Anfractions of the Geneva rules? 

A I believe the two that T have. mentioned already are infrac- 
tions of ‘the Geneva rules, but inasmuch as we are guilty of ‘the same | 
Ifound no, et Benay 


7 PROSECUTION: If the court lense? Yr object to that part 
of the answer. 
A I found no serious infractions. 
PROSECUTION: I move to strike that part of the answer and 
the Court be instructed to disregard it, referring to treatment by 


Americans, 
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PRESIDENT: The objection is’ sustained and that portion 
of the witness' statement as regards the action of Americans will 
be stricken Seon the record and disregarded by the Court. 

Q Did you learn of any infractions of the Geneva rules? 


A No serious infractions. 


Q Will you describe this cellar in which the prisoners of 


war——American prisoners of war were at that time? 

A This cellar was very large, well constructed, and relatively 
new. It was the finest collar Isaw in LaGleize and I visited five 
cellars in all, 

Q Besides the 135 prisoners of war about which you have just 
testified, and the officers who were aleo prisoners of war, did you 
see any other prisoners on that day? 

4 I did not. 

Q Did you have any conversations with the American prisoners 
of war on that subject? 

A Yes. I asked if there were any more and the answer was! 
that they were all they kmew of. 

Q On that trip, and if you will indicate it, please, on the 
Bap, from Stoumont to LaGleize, did you see any prisoner of war mis~ 
treated or shot? 

A (Witness indicates on the map). I did note 

Q On the road just before entering LaGleize did you pass a 
large church at the entrance to the town? And will you indicate 
that on the map? If you didz!. eicevat ins 


4 Idid. This large churok at the south end. of the town on 


the right" ‘side of the roads iat fected Be 

DEFSNSE COUNSEL (Lite ‘ool. ‘panned: Let.the record show 
that the witness pointed to the symbol indicating a church at the 
touth end of the town, Just southwest of a roed. Did you see any 
dead Anerican soldiers at that place? 


A IT did not, 


(¥%cOown - direct) 
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Q Did you see any American--any dead Americen troops in LaGleize 
on that day? 
“AT @4d note 

Q Do you remember approximately the time of day you passed by 
that church? 

A Approximately 1400. 

Q You spoke about being in a large cellar in LaGleize, Vere 
you kept there all dy? 

A No, I was removed from that cellar that evening and taken 
back to the small cellar where the four other officers were. 

Q At any time during the 2lst of December did you see Col. 
Peiper again? 

4 Yes. Late that night I was called from this small cellar 
to a cellar immediately across the street from the big church. 

Q Was that the night of the 21-22 December? 

A It was. 

@ 4nd what happened when you were taken to that place? 

a Ool. Peiper questioned me for Tactical infommation and when 
I gave none, sent me away. 

Q Were you then-taken to another cellar? 

a T was. 

Q What happened there. 

A A German 2nd Lt. and several N.O.0's further questioned me 
for tactical information, 

Q. Dia you givo them any tactical informationt 

AST dia, note 


s 


; a. 
Q » And ‘then what happeneat * 
A 


efi besgey 


" At ny refusal to talc, they: appeared to Lose interest in. “2 
the proceedings and finally startea. a conversation among thengelvese 
g Then what happened? 

A I was taken back to Ool. Peiper's O.P. 


(MoGown = direct) 
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Did you and Col. Peiper have any conversations at that’ time? : 
We talked until five o'clock the next morning, 
Will you state what the conversation was about? 
Tho ontan pattae covered general subjects, politics, why 
Germany was fighting the war, and so forth. He also covered sone- 
whet the big picture behind Rundstedt's counter offensive which was 
very interesting on Mee 
Q Do you speak German? 
I do not. 
In what language did you converse with Col. Peiper? 
In English, 
Was there anything else said? 
A Yes. I specifically requested Col, Peiper to give his own 
attention to taking good care of the large number of American prison~ 


ers he had under his control, 


‘het did he say about that? 


a 
A He seid that he would do 80. 
Q 


Did this conversation last until the early hours of the morn 


A T was taken out of tho cellar where Col. Poiper was at 
five A.M, the 22nd of December, 

Q After the conversation had terminated, what did you do next? 

A I was taken by my guard back to the small cellar where the 
four other American officers were. 

Q Did. anything unusual happen while oni were in the cellar | 
to which the said you had just been taken? - ! Gi 

A You. The artillery, started ° thorense terrifically during 
the day. The cellar in wate we ere was a "three-quarters cellar; 
that is, approximately a quarter. toa third ‘was aboye” grounds 4105 
shell made a direct hit on the wall ne “feet to my left and killed 


the German sitting beside me. Thé five guards had all coms down into 
s ba e jo 


(McOown - direct) 
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the small cellar with the officer prisoners. A few minutes later 


another shell landed in the same hole, or just outside of the same 
hole, and filled the room with shrapnel. Lt. Henley of the lst 
Battelion B-Company was killed instantly. Another German was mor 
tally wounded; he died in about thirty minutes; and another German 
wounded, We remained in the cellar until late afternoon when par~ 
ties of American enlisted men acting as litter bearers came in and 
removed the dead and wounded from the cellar. We were removed at 
this time and placed in the large cellar with the rest of the Ameri- 
can prisoners of war in LaGleize. 
Q When you were put in the large cellar, what did you learn 
with respect to the prisoners of war who were there at thet time? 
A Their condition was unchanged. 
LT. COL. DWINNEL: I have several more questions. 
LAW MEMBER; You mean thie is a good place for you to 
break? 
LT, COL. DWINNEL: Yes, sir; this is 2 good place for me to 
Dreak, nowe 
PRESIDENT: The court will recess until 1330 houra, 


(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1200 hours.) 


(McCown - direct) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION 
(Whereupon Court reconvened at 1330 hours.) 
PRESIDENT: Take seats. Court will come to order. 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record 
show that all the members of the Court, all the members of the 
Prosecution, with the exception of Lieutenant Colonel Crawford, 
who is absent on business of the Prosecution, and Captain 
Byrne, who has been excused upon verbal orders of the Commanding 
General, all members of the Defense, all the defendants and the 
reporter are present. 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: ‘The Defense recalls Lieutenant 
Colonel Hal D. McCown. 
LIEUTENANT COLONEL HAL D. McCOWN, a witness called by 
the Defense, having been previously sworn, resumed the stand 
and testified further as follows: 
(Whereupon the questions » answers and other proceedings 
were interpreted to the accused): 
PROSECUTION: The witness is reminded that he is 
still under oath, 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL: 
Q Colonel NcCom, you have just testified ‘that on the 
22nd of December you were again placed in’ a Largs cellar in 
LaGleize. -Then what happened? too iL 


A On the 22nd in the afternoog, I stayed if a large 


: gellar until darkness, ‘some time’ after dark, and was once more 


° taken’ to Colonel '‘Peiperis CP, which was a small house down in 


the center'of LaGleize. 
Q _ Will you describe that house? 


(McCoym- Direct) 
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A Well, it was nothing outstanding, just a small 
cottage. a 

Q Did you have any conversation with Colonel Peiper 
on the night of the 22nd-23rd of December? 

A I did. I talked again with Colonel Peiper from 
that time until some time between midnight and the following 
morning. It was before daylight when I left the CP. 

Q Will you state the substance of the conversation 
you had with Colonel Peiper during that night? 

A The substance of the conversation was the same as 
the night before, on general subjects centering mainly on 
politics. 

Q Was there any tactical information exchanged? 

A There was none. 

Q Did you discuss anything about prisoners of war? 

A Yes, early in the conversation. Colonel Peiper 
brought to my attention an incident which had occurred that 
day. At this time he stated that during an American armored 
infantry attack coming from thé east, supported by smoke and 
artillery, that the Anerican troops had approached among the 
first buildings on the eastern side of LaGleize, actually at 
the southeastern road since.the road was the axis of the attack. 


He said that at this time several American Pu's who had been em- 


i ‘~Ployed 4 in work details Ain LaGleize had’ attempted to escape ‘by, 


running. “He sida that ‘in the confusion, to: wnseh, whe himself was a 


Prien and could testify ‘to “the ‘same, : that, approximately 9 -- 
and to the best of my ability I say 9 — it won't vary far from 


that number — 9 Pii's were killed. I cannotéswear as to the exact number 


(UcCown-Ikrect) 
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Py ape! as itescapes my memory, but the mines was approximately that. 

Ne Colonel Peiper stated also that he was sorry it had occurred 
and for me to announce to the remaining Pi/'s in the tomm to not 
attempt to run in the future or they would be shot, he did not 
want any future, he stated. 

Q You said he asked you to make an announcement to 
the American prisoners of war. Did you do that? 

A I did. 

Q At the time you made that announcement did you have 
any conversation with the American prisoners of war? 

A Yes. To the best of my memory, there were three or 
four work details, each of approximately one squad size, working 
during the day of the 22nd. I specifically questioned these men 
on this circumstance. I was unable to get a definite story of 
what had happened but the information I received gave me no cause 
to fear foul play so I let the matter drop. 

Q Referring again to the conversation with Colonel 
Peiper on the night of the 22nd-23rd December, when did those 
conversations terminate? 

A They terminated before daylight -- I am not sure of 
the time. Movement in the tovm was excellent during daylight 
because artillery and mortar observations made movement practically 
impossible. 

Q Was there artillery fire during the night? 


A + The arti sry, fire during, che night was exceedingly 


: “heavy: at. times: and iitermittent, at others. “It never ‘Tet up for 


oe 


any period. 





Q During the time you were in LaGleize did you see any 
0 
American prisoners of war killed by artillery fire? 
A One. 2nd Lieutenant was killed in the cellar with me -- 


a small cellar. I did not see any others killed. 
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Q What happened in the morning of the .23rd of 
December after your conversation with Colonel Peiper had 
terminated? 

A I was taken back to the large cellar with a large 
group of Fivts, 

Q Did you remain there all that day? 

A I remained there all that day except for one 
brief instance where I was again taken to Colonel Peiper's 
cP. 

1 Q During the night of the 22nd-23rd of December and 
during your conversation with Colonel Peiper, was the subject 
of wounded soldiers ai sonsced? 

A It was. Colonel Peiper had decided to consolidate 
all of his wounded which had heretofore been spread out through- 
out the cellars throughout the town as well as a few American 
wounded, 

INTERPRETER CHLOSTA: Will you read the question, 
please? 

(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter.) 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (LIEUTENANT COLONEL DIVINELL): 

Q Was there anything else discussed concerning 


* wounded. soldiers? | 


LA » Yes ry Oclonel Poiper said that he was planning to 


nove them into. ‘the. large, church which I indicated at the board, 


the datge oetsh at the “ont end ofthe tom. He was 
very. much Pavested in knowing my opinion as towhether the 
Anerican artillerymen did fire on the church. I was able to 
give him no satisfaction that they would not and told him that 


any concentration placed on the towm would probably strike the 


church as well, However, he latertold me he had consolidated 


(McGovm-Direct ) 1831. 
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all’ wounded in the church. and had suffered some further: wound- 


ings of his casualties and a few deaths among both nationalities | 
from both artillery and pieces of roof falling as the result of 
artillery. 

Q What did oe do during the day of the 23rd of 
December 19)? 

A I remained in a large cellar with the P's, except 
as I said before, except for the brief instance I was taken 
again to Colonel Peiper's CP. 

Q Can you tell the Court about the treatment during 
the 23rd of December 19), of the 135 prisoners of war that 
you have previously referred to? 

A The organization of the prisoners of war in the 
large cellar was now very good. I had been with them long 
enough and made considerable pep talks to them to have their 
feelings rather high. They knew they would be released shortly 
since the German situation was bad. 

Q Did they make any report to you of any violation of 
the Geneva rules? 

A No, they did not. 


“Q During the time you were in LaGleize, do you know f 


of any instance of failure to provide food and water for the 


prisoners of war? : i : 
A No, there’ was 4 large spring oats nedr the large 
cellar, to which the mareant officer ain charge of prisoners of 
Ho permitted a water detail to go as often as was needed. ° 
There was a detail of approximately four cooks selected from 
the Pii's who actually were cooks who socked in kitchen space 


provided for, all the potatoes that was needed for the entire 


group. The food was not delectable but it was adequate. 
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Q You have referred to two men who were captured with 
you, the operations sergeant and the radio operator. Will you 
tell the Court about their treatment at the time you were in 
LaGleize? 

A Both of these men served with me, the operations 
sergeant up until the time he was wounded at the crossing of 


the Rhine at Waisel, and they both conversed with me frequently 


-about this. There was no mistreatment of them. 


Q Did anything happen on the evening of the 23rd of 
December in LaG@leize? 

tA It was in the afternoon when I was called to 
Colonel Peiper'ts CP, where he protested to me the fact that the 
Americans were using a heavy caliber direct fire weapon to fire 
on the houses in LaGleize and Imock out his tanks. It was his 
belief that the direct fire weapon had been ‘placed on the 
chateau at_Stoumont which I have mentioned -- on the ledge of 
it -- which had been used as a hospital by Colonel Peiper. He 
said he would not have his gunners fire on the direct fire weapon 
because he could not be sure that his wounded and the American 
wounded had been removed from the chetacu: I told him that it 
was the American evacuation plan to evacuate casualties when 
they were overrun and that he could be eae one oy, sure there 
were no gasual ties in: yehe castle. zs 

Q Did ‘anything else happen that day? 


ae Tie a8 gain. taken to Colonel Palgonts oP" shorty 


cue 


after dark, the ‘night of the 23rd-2hth. 


eh) “Q: » What happened then? sy! 


A When I entered the CP I saw Captain Chrisenger, 


Company Commander of Company A 803rd Tank Destroyer.- I knew 


(McGowm- Direct) 
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him well inasmch as his company was in direct support of our 


regiment. He had just been captured a short while before I 
saw him. Colonel Perce then told me that he had received 
orders to withdraw east to the nearest German forces. He 

then very carefully outlined to me a plan of exchange, which 
was as follows: Colonel Feiper was to turn over or turn loose 
the approximately 150 Pi/'s which he now had under his control, 
wounded and whole » with the exception of myself, in exchange 
for which the American High Commander would have after over- 
running the German wounded in LaGleize plus the German wounded 
already overrun in the chateau in Stoumont which was the other 
of the two hospitals of Colonel Peiper, plus a German medical 
officer and some German aid man he was to leave with the wounded 
in the church, these wounded and German medical personnel to be 
returned under a white flag to the lst SS Division, wherever 
that may be, at the conclusion of which I would be returned to 
the American lines. The TD Captain, Captain Chrisenger would 
be my messenger to get this to my higher commander. I told 
Colonel Peiper after he had finished that I had no authority 
whatsoever to deal with him and that there was little likli- 
hood of the exchange being agreed to by the higher American 
commander inasmuch as he, Colonel Peiper » Was not in a good 
bargaining position, He, admitted that’ he, vata’ that whe would 
Like. to ‘go’ ahead’ and, But, the plan through in the hopes that the 


higher® Cee might accede. 





Q- Was the agreement made? 

A The agreement was carried as far as I have just discussed. 
I told Capt. Chrisenger exactly who to contact, my Regimental Com- 
mander Col. Southerland, as soon as American troops entered LaGleize. 

Q Were the American prisoners of war released by Col. Peiper 
as a result of this arrangement? 

A They were. I contacted, after I returned to my Regiment, 
Capt. Chrisenger, Lt. Yeomans, Lt. Higgenbottom,and my Operations 
Sergeant and radio operator, and the terms had been carried out on 
Col. Peiper's side. 

Q You say that the American prisoners of war were released 
as a result of the arrangement. About how many prisoners were 
affected by that? 

A All of the unharmed prisoners of war in the large cellar, 
plus some wounded in the church. Col. Southerland told me a hundred 
and fifty. 

Q When you speak about the exchange of prisoners and 
wounded, what about the wounded in the chateau in Stoumont? 

A Upon later talking with staff officers of my regiment, I 
found that approximately fifteen American wounded and a larger 
number of German wounded was Gere in the chateau at Stoumont. 
There were also some unharmed American medical men in these namedé 

Q Was this exchange agreement reduced to writing? 

A It was. 

DEFENSE (MR. STRONG): May we have the reporter repeat the 


question, the translation was not correct. 


by Lt. col. Dwinell’ was fead by 


iy the reporter.) u ee 
A It was. 
(McGown — Direct) 
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QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (LT. COL. VINELL): 


Q Did you sign it and did Col. Peiper sign it? . 
We did. 


And how many copies of the agreement was made? 


A 
Q 
A One. 
Q 


Do you know what became of the written agreement? 

A It passed through Col. Southerland's hands - as my conversa- 
tion revealed - he passed it on to the Division. The information 
reached General Hobbs, my Chief Commander. I do not Inow What became 
of the actual paper, 

Q Referring to the town of LaGleize, you mentioned the church, 
Was there ‘more than one church in the town of LaGleize on that date? 

A In my movement around LaGleize I only saw one church, and 
as far as I am concerned there is only one church at LaGleize. 

Q After the agreement for the exchange of prisoners and wounded 
was made, what did you do next? y 

A Capt. Chrisenger and I then moved over to the side of the 
cellar, and were observers for the remainder of our stay in the cellar 
while preparations ren made by Col. Peiper for evacuation of the town. 

Q Was that on the night of the 23-24th of December 194.7 : 

A It was. 2 

Q What happened next? 

A Shortly after midnight » Capt. Chrisenger was taken out by 
his guard, Col. Peiper's staff and Col. Peiper and myself moved out 
to the Southwest, edge of LaGleize. We then ‘started on. foot with 

Col. Poiper's roots ‘and single colums behind us, on foot marched ‘out, 
* Vere dia oo go then? . aS Gel ® 

A Ve. moved approximately mn jee and crossed the L'Amleve 
River on a amail highway bridge. 

Q will you indicate that on the map, please? 

(Whereupon the witness left the stand and went up to the map.) 
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A We tioved out of town approximately in this direction (indica- 


ting), crossed. ‘the river directly underneath this railroad bridge 


on a small highway bridge. 

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): Let the record indicate that 
the witness has pointed to a spot about two kilometers directly 
Southwest of the town of LaGleize, at a railroad on Prosecution's 
map, P-3. 

A We then moved further South, climbing high up on this steep 
bridge -- this is exceedingly rugged terrain. We were approximately 
in here (indicating), and I would estimate two hours after we started 
moving I could observe vehicles exploding back in the LaGleize valley, 
and in a short time the entire vallky was filled with burning vehicles 
and exploding ammunition. I presumed that to be the work of a demoli- 
tion party left behind by Col. Peiper. The party I was with, followed 
by the single-colum men, moved down through these woods, at approxi- 
mately & daylight arrived at this road (indicating). 

DEFENSE (LT, COL. DWINELL): Let the record show that the 
witness has indicated a movement South, and is now pointing at a 
road just Northwest of the tovm of Brums. 

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (fT. COL. DWINELL): 

Q What date are you referring to? 

A This is the 2hth of December 19lis. 

Q will you continue? 

A: The Boia moved down into the tow, where it broke ranks 
and everyone tI that z could see got something hot to drink and a bit 

_ of food’ from one | of the houses there. 

ize ye you. referring to the town of Brune? 

‘A x m After, in the morning, an hour or at most an hour 
and a half. in this town, the column again moved North and back into 
these woods. i 
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DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): Let the record indicate that 


the witness is pointing to the woods just North of the town of 
Brums. 

A The remaindér of the twenty-four daylight was spent moving 
as follows, through these woods: We crossed the road here (indica- 
ting), by nightfall the column had closed up to this point here. 

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): Let the record indicate that 
the witness pointed out the point on the road approximately two kilo- 
meters Southwest of Brume. 

A There were approximately eight hundred men in Peiper's 
colum, both by his ovm admission and my orm estimation. Immediately 
at dark, Col. Peiper started the -- to the point which only consisted 
of 20 to 30 men in front of where we were -- the crossing towards the 
road, The point ran into an American sentry and the leading man was 
shot, as I saw him shortly afterwards limping. The colum coiled 
back up the hill and moved down to the Southvest, a distance of at 
least one half mile, possibly more, and again tried to cross the 
road. 

Q Are you referring to the road leading into Trois Pont from 
the Southwest? ; 

A I am referring to the min road between Trois Pont and 
Basse Badeux. The column crossed the road undetected, although 
several aerican vehicles chopped the colum while it was crossing. 
Dus to the abrupt changes in directions and my own physical condi- 
tion, I was mabis to keep ‘abreast of my orm location from that time 
mae I can remember atte at least two good sized streams, so 
estimate I was to the East of both of these streams, c % 

Q Are you referring to the streams running North and South, 
and South of Trois Pont? 
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A Iam. Shortly before midnight, Col. Peiper and most of the 

members of his staff disappeared from the colum,. 

(At this point the witness returned to the stand.) 
I could not ascertain where he had gone. The young Captain who operated 
near me continuously exhorted the men to greater movement, and the 
colum moved without a break, I cannot be exact as to the time, but 
approximately 0300 or 0400 contact was made with American forces. 

Q On what date? 

A On Christmas of 1944. 

Q During any of this time that -- during any of this march that’ 
you have just described with Peiper's unit, were there any American 
prisoners of war with you? 

A I was the only one. 

Q You spoke about Peiper's staff being with him. Can you tell 
us the names of the officers of Peiper's regiment that were with you 
at that time? 

: A I cannot recall all of them but can remember a Lt. Col. von 
Westerhausen, a Diefenthal, an enlisted man named Froelich, a medical 
Captain named Neumaier, and an officer named Poetschke. 

Q Do you remember Froelich's first name? 

Paul. 


A 
Q Do you know what Froelich's duties were with the unit? 
A 


He was a sort of runner or body guard ito Col. Peiper, and 

during the foot march guarded me for the bulk of the time. 

Q. Were you ever mistreated in any way by Froelich? 

A On the contrary, Froelich gave me several cigarettes, 

Q What happened next? i % nee ° 
.. A Contact was made with American units at approximately 0300 “ 
or 0400, Light small arms fire. fell upon the Germans around where I 
was standing. My guards and myself hit the ground. A littlg later 

‘ 
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' this fire was increased and sixty millimeter mortar fire landed quite 


close to us. I lay still for a few minutes and then looked about me 


for my guards. I could not see anyone in sight. I started walking 
at right angle to the direction from which the American fire had come. 
I walked approximately two hundred yards’ and then turned toward the 
direction from which the fire had come, I ran into an American Out- 
post of the 82nd Airborne Division ydthin a hundred yards, 

Q Did you ever see Col. Peiper after that? 

A Not until I returned to this theater for this trial. © 

Q Going back to the 18th of December 1944, do you know vhether 
on that day American troops of your Division were in the tow of 
LaGleize? 

A They were not. American troops did not enter LaGleize until 
Christmas Day, 1944. 

Q Do you know whether any troops of your Division were in 
Cheneux on that day? 7 

A They were not. The operation overlay ae the end of the 

* 18th showed our 3rd Battalion five hundred yards East of Stoumont 

and with nothing further East and nothing South of the river, 

Q Did you then rejoin your Regiment? 

A I medodned my Regiment on the 26th of Decenber, I stayed 
at the Division C.F. the day and the night of the 25th. 

Q What did you do after that? 

AT then assumed comand of my Battalion and continued fight- 
ing until the end of the war. 
bs Q After you rejoined your Regiment, were you interrogated by 
anyone concerning a report of the Malmedy Gross-roads incident? 
Ms A Yes, there were two separate investigations, ohne of which 
cams from Supreme Headquarters. The Supréme Headquarters! investi- 
gation was the most thorough and ‘contained pictures of German troops 
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mounted in armored vehicles.with which they sought to tie in-any con- - 
nection between the men who had captured me and ny pictures which I 
understood was taken in the vicinity of Malmedy Cross-Roads. I was 
unable to find any connection, and my testimony in these investiga- 
tions amounted to little. 

Q Iet me ask you again. While you were i prisoner of war with 
Col. Peiper, did you see any mistreatment of prisoners of war at any 
time? 

A I saw no serious mistreatment of prisoners of ware 

Q After you rejoined your Regiment subsequent to the 25th of 
December 1944, did you have any conversations with anyone in your 
Regiment concerning prisoners of war? 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I request that the Defense 
tie this in a little bit more closely. There is no doubt many conver— 
sations were taking place. Let's limit it to the tease we are trying 
here today. 

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): The witness testified that he 
rejoined his Battalion, and his Battalion had previously been engaged 
at LaGleize. I believe that the connection was made by reason ‘of the 
fact that his ow men were involved in the occupation of the town. 

PRESIDENT: ‘That connection was not established in youn 
question, however. ©” 

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (LT, COL. DINELL): 


.Q, . After. you rejoined your Regiment, subsequent to ths 25th of 


e “December, aid you confer or -have conversations with any of the members 


of your outfit that had been in the town of LaGleize? 
* PROSECUTION: T still think he should fix the date that these 
troops were in LaGleize that he is talking about, if the Court please. 
DEFENSE (LT. COL. DiINELL) ; Twill rephrase the question. 
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Q After you rejoined your regiment subsequent to the 25th 
December, 19, did you confer or have any conversation with any of 
the members of your unit who had been in la Gleize gutcemese to the 
18th December 19), ? 

A I conferred with Captain Chrisernger, Ly Yeoman and Lt 
Higginbottom, my operations Sergeant and the Radio Operator and with 
several other Enlisted Men who I cannot name at the present time 

because it was a very serious matter to me as to whether or not 
they had been set free unharmed. 

Q And what did they tell you ? 

A They told me that during the night of 2hth to 25th December 
the Germans had left them but that they had stayed in the cellar until 
the Americans came into the town, to escape the Anti-Aircraft barrage 
which the Americans put on the tom regardless of the opposition. 

Q During the time that you were a prisoner of war of Colonel 
Peiper's outfit, did you see any Belgian civilians 7? 


A I saw one woman Belgian civilian in Ia Gleize and a few in 


Q Do you know anything about other treatment by Pegiper's 
Regiment ? ° 

A Ican only say that I saw no mistreatment of those Isa. 

Q Referring to the conversations you had with Peiper while 
you were in la Gleize during the time he conversed with you will you 
describe his manner ? 

A Colonel Teiper's canis towards me was respectful and he 


spoke with what I believed was sincerity. 


Q After you rejoined your regiment subsequent to the 25th 


December 19h, did you make a report to any American authorities con- 
cerning what happened while you were with Colonel Feiper's unit ? 

A At the request of the Divisional G-2, Colonel Hall, I gave 
his stenographer a dictated report of the highlights of what went on 
cieing my incarceration. I dictated this report at about 1300 hours on 
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.X'mas. day. It was the same day I left the German unit. 

DEFENSE: (Lt Col DYvINELL). I hand the reporter a document 
and request that it be marked Defense Exhibit D-2 for identification. 
(Whereupon the document was marked by reporter) 

DEFENSE:(Lt Col .DVINELL). The Defense offers in evidence 
a certified copy of a reproduced document titled Hq. United States 
Forces, European Theater, APO # 757, Historical Division. dated 22nd 
May 1946 with covering letter attached thereto, Hq. 3rd United States 
Army, Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff C-2 ,APO 03, dated 
23rd Yay 1946 addressed to Colonel Willis Mf. Everett, Chief Defense © 
Counsel, Ialmedy Trial, from C. P. Bixel, Colonel, Assistant Chief 
of Staff, G-2, andr equest that it be receivedin evidence and marked 
Defense Exhibit D-2: attached to the Record and made a part thereof. 

PROSECUTION: If it please the court, I want to inquire 
from the Defense if this attachment is a record made by this witness. 

DEFENSE(Lt Col DWINELL). This is offered as an of ficial 
document - acertified true copy of an official document and the 
letter attached thereto connects the document with the witness. 

PROSECUTION: The matters in this document, can this be 
testified to by this witness ? 

DEFENS#:(Lt Col DWINELL). I don't know whether they can 
be testified to or not. 

PROSECUTION: I want to know if the material for this doc- 
ument was furnished by this witness. 

DEFENSE:(Lt Col DVINELL) I don't kmow that . I would have 
to ask him that question. 

PROSECUTION. If this document was prepared by information 
furnished by this witness then we object to the admission of this 
on the grounds that it is not the best evidence. available because. the 
witness himself is here to testify. . 

° Taw fRUBER: Documents such as this, which being an official 
document will be admittéi in evidence and the court will place such 
value upon it as it.deems fit. 
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PRESIDENT : The document is admitted in evidence and will 


be marked Defense Exhibit D-2. 

(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously marked 

was received in evidence as Defense Exhibit D-2: is attached hereto 
_ and made a part of the record.) 

DEFENSE:(Lt Col DiINELL). The Defense requests permission 
to have Defense Exhibit D-2 read to the Court in the German language 
the, translation of which I obtained ahead of time to aid the court. 

IAW MEMBER: It is nothing more or less than a written 
representation of the testimony already given by this witness is it ? 

DEFENSE:(Lt Col DVINELL) It is a little more than that. 
There a re additional things. 

TAY MEMBER: If the witness is here to testify he should 
testify rather than use that document. This is needless repetition. 

I cannot see any reason to read it into the record if it is merely 
repetition of what the witness said. If the Defense insists upon 
reading it , the court will ,of course grant your wish. 

DEFENSE: (Lt col DWINELL) I don't insist on it being read 
at this time. 

IAW MEMBER: Does the prosecution object to anything 
contained in this document ? 

PROSECUTION: May it please the court we have not had the 
opportunity of reading it. The Defense told m it was a report which 
was prepared by this witness. lyondy objection is that it is not the 
best evidence. ; 

DEFENSE:(Lt Col DiVINELL). I believe this is a trenacript * 
of the information that the witness gave after he left Colonel 
Peiper's outfit - his name is mentioned inside and signed by the 

Colonel mentioned, MY 
FROSECUTION. As I said before my only objection is that 

it is not the test evidence because the witness who made and stated ‘ 

the facts is present in‘court. If that vas not the case, then it is 

clearly admissible. 
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#217 © QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE:(Lt Col DVINELL). ; 

20.5. 4 Q Referring to the time when you were jin Ia Gleize,you 
stated that there were some other American Lieutenants who were 
prisoners of war, isn't that so ? 

A Yes there were. 

Q Did they ever tell you at that time when and where they 
were captured ? 

A Yes we compared notes upon getting together for the first 
time: Lt Yeoman and the unidentified Lieutenant whose name I cannot 
remember were captured early on the morning of the 19th in Stoumont. 
Lt Higginbottom and Lt Henley, who as I have said before, was killed, 
was captured on the 20th in a chateau which is another chateau from 
the one I have previously mentioned on the other side of Stoumont to 
the west. This was a large building. It was not a true Belgian type 
chateau but it was a very large building. 

GROSS EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Q What was your regiment during this period of time we 
have been talking about, 18 th December 19h up to the 25th December 
lob ? 

A The 119th Infantry. 

Q Now on what day were you captured ? 


* 


A I was captured early in the afternoon of 21st and left the 
Cermans on 25th. 

Q You are pretty certain about that ? 

A Those times a re approximate - I mean the date. 

Q If you knew that Peiper made a sworn statement to the effect 
that you were captured on thec20th, would that change your answer any ? 


4 It would not. 65 


Q After you were captured I believe you testified that you 
were taken to the C.P. between la Gleize and Stoumont ? 
A I did 
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Q Was that Colonel rie Oskss 

A He was there and it is my impression that that was his 
forward C.P. 

Q Vere you ever taken while you wore a prisorer, to the 
C.P. in Stoumont ? 

A That place which I have just mentioned is the only house 
to which I was taken in Stoumont. 

Q That really is not in Stoumont is it ? 

A It is quite a distance fon the built up area of Stoumont 
but it is within sight of it. 

Q You have testified that you have traveled - movedu round 


I would say considerably in La Gleize throughout the period of your 
captivity ? 


A I did. 

Q Were you escorted wien you were moving from one basement 
to another ? 

A Generally two guards moved with me sometimes only one. 

Q But you were always under guard ? 

A, I was. 

Q How many different cellars did you see American Prisoners 
of war in ? 

A In tro - the small one in which were the fouro fficers, 
and myself, and the larger one for the men. , 

Q Did you visit all the cellars in la Gleize? 

A I did not. 


Q During your travels in La Gleize, did you notice the 


school-house ? 


e 
A I do not remember a school-house in la Gleize. 
® 


Q But you wore “by the church were you not ? 

A i I passed near the church several times. 

Q If you will recall, directly opposite the front of the 
church there is a schtol ~ a large building with a monument - can you 
remonbar, that ? é 1846 
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#217 A I can dimly remember something about the monument —- but 
20. S. 6. Iqnnot remember the schoolhouse. 
Q Do you remember a building there at all ? 
A Yes. 
Q Did you go behind that building ? 
A I did not. 
Q Did you go into that gulley which is down in behind that 
building ? 

A I did not I stayed only on the min street. 

Q How many prisoners did you say you saw when youfirst came 
into La Gleize ? 

A Four officers md I had a count taken of the men andwe 
got 13 one tim and 135 the next time and I think oneaf them mst have 
moved during the head count- so I would say approximately 135. 

Q Did that number increase from the time youcame to La Gleize 
until you left Colonel Peiper on the retreat ? 

A On the 23rd the last daylight we spent in the tovm there 
were some additiona. 

Q About how many would you say ? 

A lot over 12:1 r emember 7 or some thing like that. They 
wore captured from the attack which I mentioned and some were killed: 
They were from the 3rd Armored Division. In addition Captain Chrisenger 
was captured by himself while on reconnaissance. 

Q You mentioned that some prisoners of war were Idlled, this 
6 or 7, were any otherskilled ? 

* other prisoners of war or from Colonel. Peiper. 

Q What I am trying to find out is - you stated Lt Henleywas » 
killed, and there were 138 by head count with the four officers and you 
say there were 12 captured - giving you 150 and anéther 9 or 10 killed 
would make i about 1h6 when you left, is that correct ? | 
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A Yes. Colonel Peiper made a statement he had 150 and 
included prisoners - American prisoners who were wounded, but I 
never counted those. 

Q Did he ever indicate to you how many wounded there were? 

A He did not but there were 15 according to Colonel 
Southerland in the Stoumont chateau. He did not say the number in the 
church at La Gleize. 

Q Did you think there wre as many as 50 American wounded 


in the church at La Gleize ? 


A I have no idea as to the exact number but I think that . 


would be high. 
PRESIDENT: The Court will recess until 1530 hours 


(Whereupon the court recessed at 1500 hours.) 


('eGown-cross) 





. SS 


(Whereupon the Court reconvened st 1530 hours.) 

PRESIDENT: Court will come to orders 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, all the members of the 
Court are pros nt, all the Prosecution with the exception of Lieutenant 
Colonel Crawford and Captain Shumacker, absent on business of the 
Prosecution and Captain Byrne excused by verbal order of the Comnamling 
General, all the members of the Defense with the exception of Dre 
Hertkorn absenton business of the Defense, all the defendants and 
the roporter are praesent. 


DEFENSE: The Defense recalls Lieutenant Colonel Hal D. 


PROSECUTION: The witness is reminded that he is still under 
oathe 

Lieutenant Colonel HAL D. McCOWN, awitness for the Defense 
resumed ths stand and testified as follows: 

(Whereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings were 
interpreted to the German counsel and the accuseds) 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (cont'd): 

Q Colonel McCowm, do you know of any other prisoners of war being 
killed at IaQleize other than Lieutenant Henley and the nine a@ ten you 
referred to being killed during the attack? 

A I do not. 

Q Colonel, I believe you testified on direct examination that 
the only infractions of Geneva Convention rules were taking of watches 
and rings and food, is that correct? 

A That is not correcte : 


Q WAi11 you tell mo what is correct, then? 


A That was a reply given me the’ first time I interrogated the 


135th group prisoners of ware 
j Q Were tlsre other infractions? 
A Are you asking a direct question? 
Q I am asking you to your om knowledge did anybody tell you about 


any other infractions of Geneva Convention rules? 1849 
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A I,made the statement there were no serious infractions of tho 
Geneva Convention under direct testimonye 
Q There were no serious infractions, then? 
A That i true. By serious infractions, I oan those which I and 
other American commanders were not equally gyilty during the ware 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I ask that the answer be 
stricken from the record. 
LAW MEMBER: The Court will take notice of ite It is not 
responsives 
PRESIDENT: The last statement of the witness will be stricken 
from the record and the Court will take no notice of samee 
Q How many timas did you visit Colonel Peiper's command post 
in IaGleize? 
A I visited a place where Colonel Peiper was, to the best of my 
memory, five timese His fully equipped command post, only twice. 
Q How many times did you visit with Colonel Peiper from command 


post, or cellar or house while you were at IaGleize? 


wees Four times in LaGleizee 

Q You mmtioned, I believe that you rade two reports, two 
statements prior to today of your experiences while you were captured, 
is that correct? 

A I believe I said those were investigations, concerning the 
Malmedy incident which occurred shortly after my return to American 
control. 

Q Did you ever make any sworn statements about your experiences 
in IaGleize? : 

JA I dide 
Q VWihen was that? 


n 


A That was in, the surner of 19h5 imodiately before my division 


moved back to the zone of interiors ‘ 
Q Who took this statenont?, 
#8 


A I cannot say who -- the what you might call Prosecutor wes 
the Defense Counsel, was Lioutanant Heyden of the 30th Infantry Divisions 
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Q Was the Prosecutor, so-called Prosecutor from youn Division, 
pur regimsnt? 
A He was not. He was from higher headquarters and I am not sure 
which ones 
Was this statement sworn to? 
It wase : 
Would you recognize it if you see it? 
I would 
Is this your signature? 
This is it and Lieutenant Hayden was the Prosecutor in thate 
I don't know the other officer in thate 
Q Colonel, I will ask you if youwere asked this question and 
if you replied in that manner about the sworn statement you testified 
about: ‘Will you relate what happened in respect to your capture by the 
enemy, whare it happened and when, and any unusual circumstances that 
occurred?! And your answer: 'I was captured on the 22nd in the vicinity 
of Staumont, Belgium. I was taken to Ja Gleize, Belgium, hoadquarters of 
the 1st SS Regiment, commndsd by Lieutenant Colonel Peipsr, Joachim whom 
I met immediately.! 
PRESIDENT: Will you please face the Court in making your replys 
A That is correct with the exception of the 22nd. That is definitely 
an erroneous date and I misread tha typewritten copy when I signed thate 
Tho 21st is well implanted in my mamory and I never said the 22nd to my 
mamorye 
Q I ved. ask you whether this question was asked and whether this 
answer was givete From ths statement: Quastion: ‘What then occurred?! 
Answer: 'During my stay in thehands of the enemy, nothing in violation 


of the Geneva rules came to my knowledge or attention with the following 


CaO paces of 6 t 10 American enlisted men vers used daily by 


the Gornana for the following purposes: Burying both German “and Amor ican 
* aeads moving 88) mm. Read (ioe from one tank to another; acting as © Tare 
hospital orderlies for German and American wounded. I personally be 
thase men leave the shelter of a collar to go on these duties and return 
later in the day. Several of them told-ms parsonally what they had been 
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doings In the town of IacVeize at this tim there was being placed 
heavy American artillery fire. I was informed by one American enlisted 
man, name unknown to ms now, that one of his buddies had been killed by 
American artillery doing this work.! 
A That's corrects 
Is your answer correct in this instance? 
Thattes rights It wase 
Is the answer still correct? 
It ise 
Q I will ask you if this question was asked and you made this 
reply: Question ‘Having heard of these violations, did you have: an 
opportunity to protest them?! Answer: 'I protested that and several 
other minor violations which I mentionsd. The minor violations were 
corrected, mainlys! Was this question asked you and rho made that 
raply? 
A Idids 
Q Is your reply true? 
A Yese j 
Q Iwill ask you the next questions 'Do you lmow of these 
violations occurring after your protest?! Answer: 'The protest was made 
to the German warrant officer in charge of all prisoners by me personally. 
The details were not stopped. I spoke to Colonel Peiper concerning this 
later the first tima I saw him, which was just before he evacuated the 
towmm of LaGleize in an attempt to escape and there were no details after 
that, since all American soldiers imprisoned there ware turned loose by 
Peiper at that time with the exception of myselfs! 
A Yes, that is correct. The question was asked and the answer 


was given as statede 


PROSECUTION: No furthef” cross examinations 
5 ° ’ ° 


*: | REDIRECT EXAMINATION 


QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (Lt Colonel Dwinell)s 
Q 
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you didn't visit all the cellars in the tow of LaGleize during the 
tim you were there in December 195. I believe you answered noe 

A That's correct. 

Q How many cellars did you visit? 

A To the best of my Imowledge I visited f4ve.in‘all in Lagleize. 

Q Do you recall tha size af the town as it existed in the month 
of December 19) while you were there? 

A It was a small village, between twenty-five’ to forty houses I 
would estimate. The mjority of them wore of very poor construction and 
had no cellarse 

Q Did it have more than one main roed? 

A There was only one main road going through towne 

LT. @LONEL DWINELL: No furthar questions, 
PROSECUTION: No recrosse 
EXAMINATION BY COURT 
QUESTIONS BY IAW MEMBER: 

Q Did you ask to be moved to the rear of the area of battle? 

A I did not, sire 

Q Do you know why you were not moved, you and the other prisoners? 

A Ido, sire On the 21st when I was ordered to attack I knew 
Colonel Peiper's force was completely cut off from all helpe 


PRESIDENT: Any other questions by the Court? There appear to 


be none. The witness is excusede 


(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew from the courtrooms) 

DEFENSE: It is stipulated by and between the Prosecution and 
Defense that Lieut:nant Colonel McCorm is oxcused Permanently fmm appear 
ance in this Courts The Defense calls as its next witness Colonel Rudolph 
Ishmanne re Strong on behalt of the Defense will conduct the direct 
examinations The Defense does not contemplate posal ang f this witnesse i 

RUDOLPH LEHMANN, a,witness for ‘the Defense was Born! and. teaticied 
through an interpreter as follows: ; Bia, f ° 

(#fhereupon the questions, answors and otherproceedings were 

interpreted to the German counsel and the accusede) 
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#218 DIRECT EXAMINATION 
C-20-6 QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (ur Strong): 
Q Will you give us your full nam, please? 
Rudolph Lehmann. 
What is your rank in the German Army? 
Standartfuehrers 
Do you still hold that rank? 
Yee 
Are you presently a prisoner of war? 
Yes. 
Where are you held in cutody? 
In the bunker in Dachau 
Will you tell w when you joined the Party. 
19376 
Were you ever a member of the general SS? 
Noe . 
Will you please tell us when you joined the Waffen SS? 
19330 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
g 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


Was the Waffen SS at this time called Waffen SS or did it have 
name? 
The Waffen SS at that time was called ‘Derfugurgstrutte.! 
What were the duties of the Waffen SS at that time? 
It was at that time trained exactly like the Army and by the 
Amys 
Q What was yow job during the so-called 'Eifel Offensive! 
in December 19) and January 19457 
A I was chief of general staff of the First SS Panzer Corpse 
Q Who was your commanding general? 
A SS Gruppenfushrer Priess. i 
Q Do you remamber to have received as chief of staff an ‘order of *s 


tha day from General Dietrich?” 


iy ° 
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A Yese 


Q Did you receive any aiditional orders of the day at around the 


sam time? 


Yess 

From whon? 

From Rundstedt and Model. 

Will you tellus very briefly the contents of General Dietrichts 
order? 

A The main substance of th order was the followings That the 
workers on the home front had given us the weapons through hard work which 
we were now to uss for the decisive turn of the war. Furthermore, it said 
in there that the air corps and tha V-weapons would support this battle. 
That was tho main parte 

Q Colonel Iehmann, I read to you now from a statement signed by 
General Dietrich and dated 22 March 1946, which is Prosecution's Exhibit 
UPGitg 





Q Col. Lehmann, I read to you now from a statenent signed 
by Gen. Dictrich and dated 22 March 1946, which was Prosecution's 
Exhibit B-6. In this statement he says: "In the atone which I ise 
sued for the 6th Panzer Army for the Eifel offensive I ordered thd 
our troops have to be preceded by e wave of terror and fright and 
that no human inhibitions should be shown." Were these remarke con~ 
tained in the order of the day? 

A Noe 

Are you positive about it? 
Yes. 
Did you read the Order of. the Day? 
Yes. 
Q Do. you remember receiving an order from the accused Gen. 
~ Kraemer which was received shortly prior to the offensive, about 
prisoners of war? 

A Yes. 

Q Will you please tell us some details about this order. 

A I remember very well that during ‘the preparation for this 
offensive I went to the Army Staff one day and thére talked to Gen. 


Kraemer about the problem of prisoners of war, and particularly about 


the difficulties of traffic regulations in case largo numbers of 


prisoners would be taken. And in thie connection the order of the 
Army yas made up that the prisoners were to be collected at the 
munition and fuel dumps and from there were to be taken back by empty 
convoys. 

You remember to have seen this order yourself? 

Yese 

By whom was it signed? 

I don't quite know whether it was in the operational order 
with those details. If it was in the operational order it was signed 
by General Dietrich. If it was in the special inotructions for sorply, 


° 


it was signed by General Kraemer. 
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Q But you remember distinctly to have read such an order? 

A Yes. 

Q And what did you do after you received this order from the’ 
army,as far as your divisions were concerned? 

A I talked about this matter with the quartermaster chief 
of the first corps and he worked out this point in the paragraph of 
priscners of war, This order then went out to the divisions, sign- 
ed by mee 

Q Was thio order an independent order or did it form part 
of his operationsl order which went to the Divisions? 

A The special instructions for supply are a part of the 
operational order. 

Q Was this order also sent to the Liebstandarte? 

A Yes. 

Q Were you present at the conference held at the Command Post 
of Gen. Priess on 15 December 1944? 

A Yes. 

Q Who else was present? 

A The 1-A of the Corps, the Divisional Commanders, the then 
Lt. Col. Skorzeny, Col. Peiper and Lt. Ool. Kuhlmann, 

Q Do you remember whether Gen, Priesat that time mde a 
speech? 

A E Yes. 

Q What did he say? 

A He again pointed toward the importance of the operation and 
"explained those matters which, because of the secrecy of the matter, 
were not contained in the operational order; that is, the tasks of the 8 
neighbors. : p f 


i 
Q What do you mean by the taeks of the neighbors? —. ; 


e 


Q Did General Priess read to the people who were present at 


A The tacke of. the divisions end corps to the wight and left. 
is 5 spade) is E 


that time the order of the day of General Dietrich? | 
@ . | 
(Lehmann = direct) 
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A It is possible. 

Q Do you remember, by any chance, how the order of the day 
of General Dietrich was sighed? 

A I don't understand the question, 

Q Do you remember how the order of the day by Gen. Dietrich 
, Was signed? Did he use his full nano or only the name "Dietrich" 
or how did he sign it? 

A It could be"Dietrich"and it could be "Sepp Dietrich", I 
don't remember. 

Q Now coming back to the speech which Gen, Priess made at the 
conference on the 15th of December, 1944, did he mention in this speech 
prisoners of war or civilians? 

A Noe 

Q Are you positive about it? 

A Yes. 

Q Did he say anything about any unusual methods of war to 
be used? 

A No. 

Q Did he say no prisoners of war should be taken? 

A Noe 

‘Do you remenber whether General Priess stayed during the entire 
length of the conference or not? 

A Hé left shortly before it was over, 

Q Who presided then? 

A I. 

Q Do you remember an order which came down from the army sur- 
geon of the arny and had to do with the treatment of wounded? 

A Certainly there was something about that in the supply or- 
derof the arny. : ey 

Q What waseaid in itt Se Bennet sakes; BBC 

4 I remember something in connéction with the difficulties 
of routes and the coldness which was expected and about the few med~ 


c 


ical vehioles that were available for the evacuation. 
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Q Did-it say how American wounded prisoners should be treated? 
No. 

Q You remember an order issued by General Kraemer in the 
early part of December about the treatment of prisoners of war? 

A Yes. 

Q What wes said in this order? 

A As a whole, I got the same thing which I mentioned before. 
I do not remember further details. 

Q What do you know about an investigation which eae ordered 
on the army in connection with the allegedMlling of prisoners of 
war on or about 17 December, 1944? 

A A letter addressed directly to the division arrived from 
the army, but I either submitted it to Gen, Priess or I might have just 
told him the contents, in which it was ordered an investigation of 
killing of prisoners of war. 

Q Did you forward this order to the divisions? 

A Yes. 

Q And did the divisiomesend their replies to you or directly 
to the army? 

oA I only kmow that e trace letter arrived from army about 
this reply. However, the Liebstandarte fromthe 25th or 26th De~ 
cember wasn't subordinate to the corps any more and I do not know 
anything about the reply. 

Q De you remember, Col. Lehvann, in any order from Army 

forward units, 
which contained provisions, regularions, what the, spearhead, shauld 
do with prisoners of war? 

A - What are provisions and what are forward units! 

Q By forward units I mean spe,rheade. 

A I remember that under paragraph "Pian of Battle’ the fol- 


lowing was contained: That the armored spearheads were supposed 


to turn over the prisoners to the grenadier units following. 


° 
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Q Was this provision part of the operational order or the 
supply order? 

A I know that it was put in the operational order by corps 
and it could not have been in the cperational--in the supply order 
of the army under any circumstances, 

Q Have you, yourself, seen any American prisoners of war in 
the period between 17 December, 1944, and the early part of January 
19457 

A ‘Yese 

Q Will you please tell us when and where? 

A That was on the day when corps headquarters 0.P. was moved 
from Eppenbach to Born. It was on a forest road on which I was, 
which at that time was a supply road of the corps. 

Do you remember the approximate day? 

The 19th or 20th of December. 

You remember where you saw then? 

It is not on the map. I went down thet way. (Indicating). 
There, approximately, is Dppenbach, if I remember correctly. 

“UT. COL. DWINNEL: Let tho record show that the witness 
indicates a place beyond the colored portion of the map, south of 
Honsfeld, approximately five kilemetere south of Honsfeld. 

A It wasn't there; I am just trying to remember where it 
was, From here (indicating) I went south and toward the west and 
southwest, respectively, there is a large ferest throvgh which this 
road runse 

Q Was it between Honsfeld and Bppenbach? 

A If I have a map, I could tell you exactly. 

Q Let the record show that the witness indicates a place 

> beyond the colored part of the mag thaticat ten idlonetera south of 
Honsfel e How many prisoners were there? s 

“ts On ,. Pretty hard to tell you the number, At any rate, there 
were so many that it was possible fer them to stop traffic fer a good 


while. 


1860 
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Q Do you kmow by which division these prisoners had been 
taken? 

A Who took them, that I don't know, but they were guarded by 
the Pioneer--menbers of the Pioneer batalion of the Liebstandarte, 

Q Did you ever see any other American prisoners? 

A Once again when I passed a cross roqds. It was called 
Kings Barracks, or something like that. 

Q Did you ever see any prisoners in a hospitel? 

A "TI dia not see them, but I received a repert about them, 
And there is a doctor here who can give you the names, 

Q What is the name of the dector? 

A I don't mow his name, but Obersturnfuehrer Stolz knows 
hin, 

Q And Obersturmfuehrer is in Dachau, too? 

A Yes. He is the quartermaster chief. of the lst corps, 

Q Now, Col, Lehmann, I show you a book here which is called: 


Ghengis Khan and his Policies. You know this book? 


Yes, I know it. 
Did you own it? 
Yes. & 

Q Would you tell us for what purpose you received this book 
and from whom? 

A As @ young officer I received it when we had te make a re~ 
port every four weeks. And for that oconsion this book was sent to 
us a8 & source, =a 

Q Was this book given to you to show you metheds which the 
SS should follow in fighting? 

A Boe 

Q Was this book required reading for every SS officer? 

A No. So far as I know, only those that graduated from the 
85 efficers' candidate school received it. 


Taports. - 


(Lehmann - direct) 
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Q You remember, Col. Lehmann, a sand table conference which 
took place at the headquarters of Hitler Youth Division some time 
before 15 December 1944? 

_A I remember one sand table exercise. 

Q De you remember that anything was said at that sand table 
conference about prisoners of war? 

A We talked a great deal about artillery. I now remember 


one tank officer asking the question what should happen te prison 


ers of war in case they were taken, in case of a successful break~ 


through of the spearhead Panzer Units? 

Q And what did Gen. Priess say? 

A That they merase sent back along the route of the advance 
read, just like we did in Russia. 

Q By whom should they be evacuated? 

A By the people that took them, 


LT. COL. DWINNEL: Your witness. 


(Lehmann ~ direct) 
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CROSS EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER): 

Q You say that the book "Tschingis-Chan" was only 
issued to the officer candidates of the SS, those who graduated 
as officer candidates? 

A It was like this: After one had gone through the 
officers' candidate school and had already become an officer, 
we had to write these examinations. 

Q Did those who went through that school receive 
this book? That is what I asked you. 

A Yes. 

Q How many thousands went through that school to the 
best of your estimate? 

A If I remember correctly we had to write this examina- 
tion in 1937. 

Q Did you understand the question? I want to know how 
many officers graduated from that school as SS officers, either 
before or during the war, World War Number 2? 

I can't even tell you approximately. 
Would you say 50,000? 

No, less. 

25,000? 


As I said, it is hard for for me to give yu a 


Would you say many thousands? 
I can't give you a number. 
Would you say less than a hundred? 


No, of course not. 8 \ A . 
Was it issued to you just as a piece ‘Of interesting 


(Lehmann- Gross) 
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A No, it was given to me to write an examination 
about it, just like my other comrades. 

Q So it did discuss a very definite method of warfare, 
did it not? 

A There is a fighting method in the book. However, 
the examination which we had to write was about other themes. 

Q Were you instructed to disregard the method of 
qanrare propounded in that volume? 

A No, but the themes of the examination were such 
that we had to disregard them. 

Qq Of course, you totally disregarded them in the 
conduct of the war? 

UR. STRONG: Objection. This does not seem to be 
proper cross examination. 

CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: If the Court please, I do not 
know what is improper about it. It is the Prosecution's theory 
and we think it is supported by proof that the warfare propounded 
in that volume was followed in this campaign, 

PRESIDENT: The objection is sustained. 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTAIN SHUMACKER): 

Q Were you present at Heppenbach, where the CP of 
your corps was located, where colored American prisoners of 
war were shot there during this offensive? 

UR. STRONG: Objection. This witness is here as 
a witness, as a prisoner of war, and not as a war criminal, 
and as far as I know, not even the accused here are charged 


with any killings done in Heppenbach. We see no possible 





connection between this question and the purpose for which 


(Lebmann-Cross ) 
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this witness has been called by the Defense. 
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: If I recall correctly, if the 
Court please, this witness testified about seeing some live 
prisoners of war in that vicinity. I do not know why his 
Imowledge should be withheld from this Court if he knows 
about it. 
UR. STRONG: There is no proof before this Court 
that any prisoners of war have been killed in Heppenbach. 
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: I am not charging this witness 
vith killing anybody, if it please the Court. 
PRESIDENT: Objection overruled. 
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: Will you read the question, 
Miss Reporter? 
(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter as 
follows: 
“Were you present at Heppenbach, where the CP of 
your corps was located, where colored American prisoners 
of war were shot there during this offensive?" ) 


THE WITNESS: No. 


QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (CAPTALN SHUMACKER): 


Q Did you see colored troops in the vicinity of 
Heppenbach? 5 

A Noe 

Q When were you there? 

A I told you before it mst have been on the 19th or 
20th, I don't know. 

Q On what date did this order from Army reach you, 
addressed to divisions requiring this investigation? 
mals When I submitted it to General Priess, that was 


° 


om the first orsecond night at the CP in Born, that is, either 
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the Oth or 21st. 

Q Did Corps then have to transmit the letter to 

Division? 

Yes. 

Was that done immediately? 

Yes. 

By messenger? i 

By a messenger, just like the other regular mail. 

Handled as a routine matter? © 

No, such as an coos oe The usual mail 
goes by messenger while the tactical orders go by an officer 
and are sent immediately. 

Q You said, did you not, that this order of the day 
that you recall so well was signed either by Dietrich or by 
Sepp Dietrich, is that correct? 

Aaya 

Q Sometimes he would sign his name "Dietrict!' and 
sometimes "Sepp Dietrich", is that correct? 

A Mostly "Dietrich,!'! 

Q How many times did you ever see it signed "Sepp 
Dietrich"? 

A I really saw it quite often but mostly in private 
or semi-official matters. 

Q But quite often you did see his signature as "Sepp 
Dietrich", is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q ‘You say in private matters. Is-Sepp Dietrich, one 
of the accused, a personal friend of yours? ; : 


rir} 


A Yes, Colonel Peiper, 


c 
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Q You mean, and so was Peiper? 
A I understood the question to be if cne of the 
accused was my friend. 
Q Colonel Peiper is your friend? 
Yas. 


How long have you know him? 


A 
Q 
A Since 193). 
Q 


How long have you know the accused Dietrich? 
A I have known him since 1933 but I do not think 
he knew me then. 
How long have you knom the accused Priess? 
1938 or 1939. 
How long have you knovm the accused Kraemer? 
A Since 19h. 
Q You only have knovm Kraemer since he became 
Dietrich's Chief of Staff, is that correct? 
A Yes. 
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: No further cross. 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: ‘Nothing further from the Defense. 
PRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court? 
LAW MEMBER: Referring to the meeting at your 
Corps Headquarters when Skorzeny was present on the 15th of 
December, was Knittel also present? 
THE WITNESS: That is possible. 
PRESIDENT: Any other questions by the Court? 
Apparently none, The witness is excused, 
(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew from ‘the 
courtroom. 0 oe x 


DEFENSE COUNSEL: The Defenge calls as its next 


(Lehmann-Cross ) 
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witness, Lieutenant Colonel Hubert Meyer. Mr. Strong, on behalf 
of the Defense, will conduct the direct examination. The Defense 
does not contemplate recalling this witness. 
HUBERT MEYER, a witness called by the Defense, having 
. | been first duly sworn, took the stand and testified through an 
interpreter as follows: 
(Whereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings 
were interpreted to the German counsel and the accused. ) 
O DIRECT EXAMINATION 
O QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (MR. STRONG): 
| Q Lieutenant Colonel Meyer, will you give us your 
full name? 
A Hubert Ferdinand Albert Meyer. 
Q What is your military rank? 
A Obersturmbannfuehrer. 
Q Are you a prisoner of war? 
Q A Yes. 
O Q Where are you presently held in custody? 
A In Dachau. iiss 
Q What was your position during the Eifel Offensive 
in December 194 and January 1957 
A I was first general staff officer of the 12th SS 
Panzer Division with the Hitler Youth. 
Were you a member of the General SS? 


Yes. 


Since 1933. 


Q 

A 

Q Since when? 
A 

Q Were jou a member of the Waffen S32” 
A 


Yes. 


(Moyer-Diract) 


eee Tine ee Since when? 
Since 193). 
What was the name of the Waffen SS in 193)? 
Available Troops. 
Were you ever a member of the Party? 
No. 

Q Do you remember, Ijeutenant Colonel Meyer, the 
order of the day by General Dietrich which was signed prior 
jo the so-called Eifel Offensive? 

Yes. 

When and where did you receive it? 

I received it on the 1\th of December. 

Where?” | , ») 

On the divisional CP while we were on the 
remember the name. *) 

Did you read it? 

Yes. 

How long was the order of the day? 

8 to 10’ typewritten lines. 


How was this order signed? 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
t 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


"Dietrich." 


Did you receive any other orders of the day at the 


Yes. 

From whom? 

One from General Field Marshal Von Rundstedt and 
the other from General Field Marshal Model, 


Q Will you very briefly tell us what was in the order 
of the day from General Dietrich? 


(Meyer-Directs) 


1869 





Tk #220-SR 
6-20-8 





A It was as follows: "Soldiers of the 6th SS 
Panzer Army, we are standing at the start of an offensive 
of decisive decision of war. The attack will be supported 
by a@ numerous use of "V"-weapons and once again the strong 
formation of the Air Corps. I expect everyone to do his best. 
Heil to the Fuehrer and signature." 

Q Do you remember‘ whether General Dietrich's first 
name was used as partvof the signature? 

A No, I do not remember, but it is possible, 

Q I read to you now part of a statement signed by 
General Dietrich on the 22nd of March 1946 in which he says 
as follows; this statement being Prosecution's Exhibit P-6, 

"In the order which I issued for the 6th Panzer 

Army for the Eifel Offensive, I ordered that our troops 

have to be preceded by a wave of terror and fright and 

that no humane inhibitions should be show." 
Were these remarks contained in the order? 

A No, they were not in the order. 

Q Are you positive about it? 

A Yes, I am sure, 

Q Would you remember them if thoy would have been 
contained in the order? 

A That type of speech in an order of the day is so 
unusual that I certainly would have remembered it. 


Q Was there any difference in the ‘order of General 


Dietrich and the orders of Vonfundstedt and: Model?- 


A The tone of General Dietrich's order of the day 


was the mildest while those from General VohRundstedt and 


e 
Model were mich more severe. 


(Meyer-Direct) 
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Q Do you remember whether you have received an 
operational order from either Army or Corps? 

A Yes. 

From whom, from Army or Corps? 

We received the order from Corps. : 

By whom was it signed? 

Gruppenfuehrer Priess. 

Did this order say anything about prisoners of war? 

A It was written in there that the prisoners of war were 
to be taken over by the Panzer Grenadiers from the advance troops 
and the Panzer troops. 

Q © Did it say anything about prisoner of war collecting 
points? 

A In the special instructions for supply it was written 
that the Pi¥ collecting points were to be erected near the fuel 
dumps of the Corps. 

Q Are you now talking about the operation order or. the 
supply order? , 
That was in the supply order. 


By whom was the order signed? 


A 
Q 
A Gruppenfuehrer Priess, if I remember right. 
Q 


Did you on the basis of this Corps Order issue any 
orders to your regiments? 
A Yes, the divisional order was cut based on the order 
from Corps. 
Q What did you tell your regiments in connection with 
prisoners of war? 


A The same thing that was contain@ in the order from 5 


i 
(Meyer-Direct) | 
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Corps... 

Q Do you remember anything about civilians appearing 
either in the operational order or the supply order? 

A In the operational order about the position of the 
enemy it said that armed resistance of civilians was to be ex~ 
pected. 

Q Did the order contain any provisions of what should 
be done if such civilian resistence would be encountered? 

A No, there was nothing in it about that. 

Q Do you remember any orders by General Kraemer 
about the treatment of prisoners of war which you received 
some time prior to the offensive? 

A Shortly before the (operational order was issued 
for the offensive, about the 7th of December we received an 
order in which it said that prisoners of war would be treated 
well and that they were to be evacuated to the rear by those 
units that took them as far as possible. They were not to be 
forced to say any more than their name, rank and unit. The 
interrogation itself was to take place with the 1-C of Division. 

Q By whom was it signed? 


Gruppenfuehrer Kraemer. 


A 
Q And what did you do after receipt of this order? 
A 


I held a conference with the Commander of the 
adjutants of the regiments and the independent battalions; and 
in this conference the contents of this order was made knom. 

Q I understand there might have beéh a mistake in 
translation. Will you kindly tell us once more who was present 


at this conference? ‘ 


2 of 


A During this conference the adjutants of the regiments 


and’of the independent battalions weré present. 


Q Do you remember a sand table conference which took 
(Moyer-Direct) i 1872 





= #220-SR place sometime prior to the offensive at your headquarters? 
er A On the 9th of December a sand table exercise was 

carried out at the CP of our Corps. 

Q Was General Priess present? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you remember that any remarks were made about 
prisoners of war and their treatment? 

A Yes. 

Q What was that? 

A An officer of the Panzer Regiment asked what they 
Were supposed to do with prisoners of war. Thereupon, Gruppen- 
fuehrer Priess answered, "Let them run back to the rear," 
Whereupon the officer asking the questions mid, "You can't do 
that the same way as with the Russians. These will run back." 
Thereupon Gruppenfuehrer Priess said, "Then the Grenadiers 
have to take them over from the Panzer troops." 

Q I will ask you one more question, Lieutenant 
Colonel Meyer. Do you know a book "Tschingis-Chan and his 
Heritage?" 

A Yes. 


Q Did you ever read it? 


Yes, but it was another edition, it was in two 


parts. 
Q When and from whom and for what purpose did you 
receive it? 


A I can't remember exactly at what time but we received 


© 


the book from the Reichsfuhrung. ” 
Q For what purpose did you receive it? 
A This book was supposed to tell us about the storm v 


s 
from Asia, as was the sub-title of the book. 
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nee Q Would you say that this book has an anti-Commnistic 

tendency? 

A No, anti-Asiatic, perhaps. 

Q Were you ever requested to use the fighting 
methods described in this book and to follow then? 

A No, no one ever said anything about that. 

MR. STRONG: No further questious. 
CROSS EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY FROSECUTTON (MR. ELOWITZ): 

Q Colonel Meyer, did you ever see this man before 
(indicating Mr. Thon)? 

A Yes. 


Did he ever interview you?” 


Q 
A Four times. 
Q 


* Did you ever state ‘to him that you don't remember 
a thing about the order of the day that came dom from Army 
Headquarters before the offensive? 

A No, I did not say that. 

Q Did you tell him the same thing you testified to 
here this afternoon? 

A During my first I said the same thing with the 
exception of the sentence about the stronger application of 
the Air Corps and "V"-weapons. During cs second interrogation 
I added this sentence tod. 

Who was the Division Commander of Hitler Jugend? 
The commander of the division? 


Yes. 


° 


Brigadefuehrer Kraas. 


Q Did you ever hear him make a statement like this: 
° 


(Meyer=Oross) 
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"This coming offensive is of great Bnportaiee and can 
be decisive for the fate of the German people. In this of- 
fensive, I do not want to see any prisoners of war," 

A Where was this remark supposed to have been made 
and when? 

Q Do you ever remember hearing him make such a remark? 

A No, he didn't say that and I consider it impossible. 

Q Did you accompany Division Commander Kraas on all 
his visits to the regiments? 

A No, I was not always present. 

Q Were you present when he visited the 3rd Company 
of the 1st Battalion of the 12th Panzer Regiment in December 
1944 at the time he made that statement? 

MR. STRONG: I object to this question because I 
do not believe it to be proper cross examination. This witness 
has been asked on direct about Dietrich's order of the day and 
the sand table exercise of General Priess and I do not believe 
that any orders issued by General Kraas are in issue here. 

MR. ELOWL1Z: May it please the Court, the witness 
has testified about orders that were received by the Hitler 
Jugend Division and I am laying a predicate that will: lay a 
foundation. 


PRESIDENT: Objection overruled. 


"QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (MR. ELOWITZ): 


Do you remember the question? 
Yes. 
Will you answer it? 


On which day was this speech supposed to have been 


> e f, 


Q Immediately prior to the offensive while that 


(Meyer-Cross ) 
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company was stationed in Himmelsdorf in the vicinity of Stuess? 
A No, I know nothing of such a conference. 
MR. ELOWITZ: That is all. 
MR. STRONG: One more question. 
REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (MR. STRONG): 
Q By whom were you interrogated first, by a representa- 
tive of Prosecution or by a representative of Defense? 
A By a representative of Prosecution. 
MR. STRONG: No further questions. 
PRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court? Apparently 
none. The witness is excused. 
Court will adjourn until 0830 hours tomorrow morning. 


(ihereupon at 1700 hours the Court adjourned until 0830 


hours Friday morning 21 June 1916.) 
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21 June 1946 
(Whereupon Court reconvented at 0830 hours.) 
PRESIDENT: Take seats. Court will come to 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record 
show that all the members of the Court, all the members of 
the Prosecution, with the exception of Lieutenant Colonel 
Crawford, who is absent on business of the Prosecution and 
Captain Byrne, who has been excused by verbal orders of the 
Commanding General, all the members of the Defense Counsel, 
all the defendants and the reporter are present. 
DETENSE COUNSEL: Defense calls as its first 
witness Lieutenant Colonel Herbert Kuhlmann. Mr. Strong, 
on behalf of the Defense will conduct the direct examination 
and the Defense does not contemplate recalling this witness. 
HERBERT KUHLMANN, a witness called by the Defense, 


after having been first duly sworn, took the stand and testi- 


fied through an interpreter as follows: 


, (Whereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings 
were interpreted to the German counsel and the accussd.) ‘ 
; DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY MR. STRONG: 
What is your full name? 
Herbert Kuhlmann. 
What is your military rank? 
Igeutenant Colonel. 
Are you presently a prisoner of war? 
I am a prisoner of war. 


Where are you being held in custody? 


(Kuhlmann-Direct) : 1877 
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Were you ever a member of the Party? 
Yes. 
When did you join the Party? 
In August 1933. 
When did you join the Waffen SS? 
193k. 
Vhat was the name of the Waffen SS at that time? 
SS T,oops at Disposal, 
Vere you ever a member of the General SS? 
Yes. 
Since when? 
Since 1933. 
What was your status and duties during the so-called 
Eifel Offensive during the months of December 194) and January 
1945? 
A I was regimental commander of Panzer Regiment 
Number 12, 0 


To which division did this regiment belong? 


Who was the commanding general of this division? 


Q 
A To the Division Hitler Youth. 
Q 
A 


General Priess. 
Q I am afraid the witness misunderstood the question. 
Will you kindly repeat it, please? : 
A The Divisional Commander was Kraas, Oberfuehrer 
Kraas. 
Who was the commanding general of your Corps? 
General Priess. 


Q Who was the commanding general: of the Army? 


(Kuhlmann-Direct) 
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A General Dietrich. 

Q Do you remember to have received the order of the 
day from General Dietrich immediately prior to the so-called 
Eifel Offensive? 

A Yes. 

Q Have you seen this order with your om eyes? 

A Yes. 

Q How was the order signed? 

A I remember that it was signed either "Dietrich or 
"Sepp Dietrich." 

Q Will you tell us very briefly the general contents 
of this order? 

A The substance of it was as follows: soldiers of 
the 6th A;my, we are confronted with a decisive offensive. 

We shall break through up to the Maas River. The attack will 
be supported by’ an increased committment and for the first 
time by strong air force units. Everybody will do his duty. 
Heil to the Fuehrer. Signature." 

Q Lieutenant Colonel Kuhlmann, I read to you now from 
a statement signed by General Dietrich dated 22 March which is 
Prosecution's Exhibit P-6. In this statement General Dietrich 
says as follows: 

"In the order which I issued for the 6th Panzer 

Army for the Eifel Offensive I ordered that our troops 

have to be preceded by a wave of terror and fright and 

that no humane inhibitions should be shown,' : 
Were these remarks contained in General Dietrich's order? 
Ao. Not in the order that I saw. 

Are you positive about it? 


C) 


Yes, I am positive. 


4 
Q 


(Kuhlmann-Direct) «1879 
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Colonel Kuhlmann? 


A That is the order of the day of General Dietrich. 
Q Did any second order of the day from General 
Dietrich exist? 
A No, not in my place. 
Q Do you remember approximately how long this order 
of the day was, which you just talked about? 
A About ten lines. 
Q Did you attend on December 15, 19), a conference 
at the headquarters? 
No, at the Division but not at the Corps. 
Was Ganeral Priess present? 
Yq8. 


Q Can you tell us some of the other people who were 


‘present at that time? 


A The Chief of Corps Staff Colonel Lehmann, the 6-3 
of the Corps Mars, then the officer of the advance elements 
and Skorzeny with some gentleman of the Group Greif. 

Q Was Colonel Peiper present? 

Yas, he was present, 

Did General Priess make a speech? 
Yes, a very short one. 

Do you remember what he said? 

A In eenarall he again explained the attack order of 
the two divisions and told briefly about the group of Greif 
and gave some instructions and answered some questions as to 


the supply of the sits That is what I remember. He 
i pele 


°Q Dia he any. “siything about corel of war’ or’ 


treatment oe) eneny civilians? 





a #221-SR A At this conference nothing was talked about that. 
ae Q Did he say ahything about any unusual methods of 
war that you should carry out? 
A No. 
Q re are positive about it? 
A Yes. 
Q Did General Priess stay on the entire length of 
thd conference or did he leave earlier? 
A General Priess left earlier. 
Q Do you remember to have received any 1-A or 1-B 
orders from your division in connection with prisoners of war? 
A The 1-A order came together with the 1~B order and 
in the 1-B order it said something about prisoners of war. 
Q What was said there? E 
A It was ordered here that prisoners of war were to 
be taken to the ammni.tion and fuel dumps of the Corps. 
Q Did your regiment make any prisoners in this campaign? 


About 60 to 70 prisoners near Buetgenbach. 


A 
Q What happened to them? 
A 


Those pedple were evacuated by Grenadiers to the 

1-6 of the Division. : 

Q _Ideutenant Colonel Kuhlmann, do you know the word 
"rabatatt, r-a-b-a-t-2? 

A Yes, I know it. 

Q What does that mean? 

A "Rabatz"' was an inspiration which was a commonly 
“used proverb in our place. r 
° a Q Does it mean to have fun by killing people? 


A Never. 


.(Kuhlmann- Direct) 
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MR. ELOVITZ: Just a moment, if the Court please. 
We object to that question and ask that the answer be stricken 
from the record. It is obviously a leading question. Counsel 
for the Defense is defining the word "rabatz,"! 

MR. STRONG: The Prosecution brought out that the 
word "rabatz" has this meaning. 

LAW MEMBER: The question is leading, it is obviously 
leading. There is no question about it. The objection is sus- 
tained. There is no objection to eliciting that information 
from the witness but in a different manner. You know that too. 

UR. STRONG: No further questions by the Defense. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (MR. ELOWITZ): 

Q- Kuhlmann, did Division Comaander Kraas pay a visit 
to your regiment prior to the Eifel Offensive? 

A I remember one visit because shortly prior to this 
visit he came to see us but I don't know any more which company 
he visited. 

Q Do you know if he made an informal address to the 
company? 

A I don't know anything about it and I was not present 
either. 

Were you in lignueville any time in December? 

Lignueville? 

Englesdorf? 


Were you in Stoumont? 


Stoumont? I don't think so. 


Q 
A 
Q 
‘a , 2 don't remember. 
Q 
A 
Q 


Were you®in LaGleize? 
(Kuhmarin-Direct) 


1882 
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A I don't know that either. 

Q You are not familiar with any of the incidents 
that transpired in those places in the month of December, are 
you? 

A No, I am not familiar with them. 

Q Did you participate in the German offensive in Russia 
in 1942? 

MR. STRONG: Objection. I see no possible connection 
between this question and the line of direct examination which 
has been opened up in connection with this witness. 

; MR. ELOWITZ: May it please the Court, my next 
question will explain the purpose of this one. It is merely 
to test the credibility of this witness. 

PRESIDENT: For that reason the question will be 
permitted. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, I was in Russia in 192. 

MR. ELOWITZ: Can you give me the contents of the order 
of the day which was issued by the Higher Headquarters prior to 
the offensive? 

THE WITNESS: No, I cannot. 

MR. ELOVITZ: That is all. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, I 
request that it be stricken from the record, both questions and 
answers. 
’ PRESIDENT: Both questions and answers will be 
stricken from the record. 

Any further questions by the Defense? 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: No, sir. 


PRESIDENT:» Any questions by the Court? Apparently 


(Kuhimann—Cross ) 


1883 
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(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew from 
the courtroom.) 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: Az this time the Defense, 
having finished the subject of Orders at Bad Neuheim, 
Dietrich's Command Post, and Schmidtheim, we will now proceed 
to Blankenheim Forest on the 1th, 15th and 16th of December 
19h. 
The Defense now calls as its next witness the accused, 
former Colonel Joachim Peiper. Lieutenant Colonel Dwinell 


will conduct the direct examination on behalf of the Defense 


and the Defense contemplates recalling this witness. 
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JOACHIM PETPER, one of ths accused, called as a witness in his 


oymm banaif, testified through an interpreter as follows: 


DIRECT SXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinne.)s 
Q What is yournam? 
Joachim Peiper. 
How old are you? 
Thirty-one years. 
Are you married or single. 
I am rerrisd. 
Have you any dependents? 


I have three children. 


© > © > © & © > 


Will you tell the court briefly your military career? 


> 


In 1934 I joined the Vaffen SS. After I had graduated 





from the war school, I became an offioere As such, I cams to the 
Liebstandarte Adolf Hitler and I belonged to the Leibstandarte wm- 
til the end of the war. I hold ail the positions, beginning with 
platoon leader and regimental commander. My last position yas com 
mander of ths SS Panzer regiment Noe le 

Q Vere you engaged in combat in World Var II? 

A Yes, I participated in all ths campaigns. 

Q Yare you a member, or are you a member of the Nazi party? 

4 Noe 

Q You have given three statements, weitten statements, to the 
Proseoution in this case which have been admitted in evidence as 
Proseoution's Sxhibits ‘P-7, P-1l, and P-125, which aro dated the 21t, 
26th and 28th of Marob,respectively. Prior to making these state~- 
ments, how many tims were you interrogated? 


4A In the beginning of Septomber 1945 I was interrogated about 


six times in Freising. In the beginning of November I was interrogat-. | ° 


° 


ed in Zuffenhausen and then. in Sohwaibisoch Hail. ‘Immadiately prior to 


e 
the witing of the statements I was interrogated before every state- 
° 


ment was reduced to witing. 1885 


(Peiper - direct) 





Q When you were in Zuffenhausen, how were you treated? 

A In Zuffenhausen I was arrested for five weeks in a cellar 
which was nearly completely dark and there were no facilities through 
which the light could enter the room and in the course of four weeks 
I could wash myself only once and furthermore I didn't have any 
physical exercise, Any physical movenent, 

Q You say you were interrogated at Zuffenhausen. By whon? 

A In Zuffenhausen I was interrogated by/iet Lt. of the prose 
cution, : 

Q Do you remember his name? 

A At that time I didn't know his name, I found out only 
later that he was the lst. Lt.Perl. 

Q Is he the Lt. Perl thet has previously testified in this 
case? 

A Yes. 

Q At those interrogations, what did Lt. Perl say to you, and 
what did you say to him? é 

4A At that time, immediately after the interrogation was over 
I took some notes which now give me the possibility to give you the 
interrogation almost word for word and I ask the court to be allowed 
to use those notes, 

PRESIDENT; Permission is jth: 

A "let Lt. Perl told me the follewing: "It is your personal 
misfortune that amongst the prisoners who had been shot there are 
the sons of two very important Americans. If this would not be s0 
the whole story would not be brought to the attention of the public 
in such a manner. But the fathers, a senator end a business man, 
told about that to the open and enraged them and the people derands 
yourhead, since they knew your name, You must not overlook the in~ 
fluence of the presse or that the President would not’ be able.to save 
you, because the will of ‘the People has quite a different power in 


our pluce than in Germany. ‘lg you admit everything you can save 


f 


(Peiper - direct) 1886 








your soldiers from great misery. I must admit that you are very 
popular amongst your men and that they like you very well, with the 
exception of some personal enemies, who, of course, has everyone; 

but we shall settle this matter in a very simple way and we shall 

call only those witnesses which are competent to us. By the way, I 
would like to tell you something, I would like to speak openly to 

you in confidence, You, as an extraordinary soldier. You wont through 
something which is called in our place a military record, That is 
over-- 

DSFENSZ COUNSEL Mr. Strong) (Correction) You have an 
extraordinary soldier's record behind you, an outstanding military 
record . 

A "That is over now. Your life is completely ruined today 
and there is no sense in it any mores The entire SS will be--in a 
few days the entire SS will be sentenced in Nuremburg as a criminal. 
organization, Among uo, I can tell you that you, as a high ranking 
officer of this organication, will never see your freedom again, 
As long as men like you are alive there cannot be any talk about peace 
treaties—-about signing the peace treaties between-- 

DEFENSE OOUNSHL (Mr. Strong): Oorrection. Peace negotia~ 
tions. 

A "between America and Germany, Thereupon I answered let 
Lt. Perl that it was said of course it was clear to me that I would 
take all of the entire responsibility for my mon, and that I would 
sign everything what he wanted me to do if he could assure me that 
my men would be set free, That all of my men would be set free. 
That was the end of this conversation, Teen 

Q When were you moved to Schwaibisch Hall? : 

A I came to Schwaibisch Hall on the third of December, 1944, 

Q What happened to you at Schwaibisch Hall from the month of 

" Decenber 1945 to the end of March 1946? eae 
A In the heginning of January I was called by an American 


Major of the prosecution in order to rearrange my first statement, 


and he gave me the order to make up a defense statement, Thereupon - 


1887 
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T asked him whether I was already accused, because he was talking 
of a defense statement. He gave me the answer: "No, but presumably 
the Prosecution will charge you with having given the order on the 
Cross roads, and that is the reason why I should like to ask you to 
put into this defense statement everything which can defend you in 
any way," This defense statement was written by mo and then it was— 
and then I gave it--no, then the Prosecutor came to get ite 

Q The statement that you are now referring to is that an ad- 
ditional statement to the ones that have been received in evidence 
in this case? 

A Yes. 

Q Referring to the written statement of the 2lst of March, 
1946, Prosecution's Exhibit P-11, prior thereto were you confronted 
with any persons who are accused in this case or who were witnesses 
in this case? 

A Yes. 

Q Who were they? 

A That was my former adjutant, Ceptain Gruhle, Capt. Klingel~ 
hoefor, 1st Lt. Ruupf, and 2nd Lt. Kramm, 

Q When you were confronted by these people, what conversa- 
tion took place? 

A let Lt. Perl asked those officers if they believed that . 
he did know everything, and all of the gentlemen answered in the af- 
firmative., lst Lt. Rumf even. said they did know more than we did. 
Subsequently I was teld by let Lt. Perl: "At first we believed that 
you were the man of the Nee reads but now we found out that you 
didn't have to do anything with that and suddenly you became a very 
harmless case for us. The man whom we want now are not you but 
General Dietrich." Thereupon I was told that at the beginning of 
the offensive in the Ardennes a fundamental order was dpeund® by the 


e 
army wherein it was ordered that prisoners of war were not to be 


taken, that they were to be shot in cases of military necessity; and 


(Peiper ~ direct) ueane 
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that, furthermore, the order was issued that our offensive had to be— 
that during our offensive our troops had to be preceded by a wave of 
fright and terror and that in recollection of the bombing terror in 
the home—at home, we should forget all humane inhibitions. From the 
beginning on I said that it was completely wrong. Thereupon, the 
Previously mentioned gentlemen were called in again and were asked as 
to those points shortly—briefly—-and all of them admitted that such 
an order had existed. Then they were taken out egain, 

Q Reforring to the written statement in evidence, dated the 
26th of March, Prosecution's Exhibit P~125-~ 

A May I draw your attention to the fact that I was not through 
yot with the statement of the 2lst of March, 

Q Will you continue? 

A Thereupon part of the statement of Gen, Dietrich was read to 
me wherein Gen. Dietrich admitted the words previously mentioned, I 
did not read it myself but I saw the scripture and signature, And 
I was also told that my divisional commander had already admitted it 
and also my commanding General, and the Chief of Army ataff, and that 
I was the single one who did not want to admit it, In subsequence to 
that my adjutant confirmed this in all points, told many details,and 
furthermorehe said that our clerk, through the hands of which this 
order had come, had stated the same and since I was of the opinion 
that obviously the facts had occurred that way I did it against bet- 
ter knowledge, I said to Lt. Perl--I allowed myself to be dictated 
what my adjutant had told about this incident himself, Thereupon I 
didn't have a chance to read through this statement because 1st Lt. 
Perl was in a big hurryand went around me in circles and constantly-- 
went around me in circles with his coat and hat on and assured me 


that I would get a chance on the next day. Thereupon 1 signed it 


but-—therenpon I was stupid enough to sign it without having read 


through it, On the next day lst Lt. Perl came: into my cellar 


onee more to get an interpreter and thia statement—since I'had 


made @ lot of mistakes in the hurry I did the writing. There- 


1889 


(Peiper - direct) 


SR err (pd Sean Marwan SES ot 





upon I asked him to be allowed to reread the statement and I was told 
“you will have a chance for that later". During the following days I 
asked for the same favor about three times and after about four. days 
I was told, "Unfortunately, the original is not at hand any more; we 
sent it away to have some photostatic copies made, but you can read 
it in English." Thereupon I read it in English and told lst, Lt. 
Perl that I did not agree to the contents in any manner and that,fur~ 
thermore, I was of the opinian that there were several mistakes in 
the translation. Ist Lt. Perl told me that he had te conduct so 
many interregations that he couldnot remember any details and that I 
wouldhave an opportunity before the court to see my own sriginal,. 

Q Referring to the written statement in evidence dated the 
26th of March, Prosecution's Exhibit P~125, prior thereto were you 
confronted with any persons who are accused in this case, or who were 
witnesses in this case? : 

A Yes. 

Q When? 

A I think it was on the same day. This statemont was re- 
duced to writing in two parts and it 1s possible that I was confront~ 
ed with some people one or two days later. 

Q Who were those people? 

A That was my adjutant again, then 2nd Lt, Hennecke, 2nd Lt. 
Reiser and Sgt. Hillig. 

Q At the time you were confronted by these people, what con- 
versation took place? 

A At first I was confronted with Hennecke and Reiser. Hennecke 
gave ms the impression to be dow with his nerves—to be complotely 
down with his nerves and he told me that he was before a court already 
for 14 days and that,because I gavo him orders in La Gleize to shoot ¥ 
prisoners. I was lightly astonished about what Hennecke told me in 
this connection and what was confirmed by lat Lt. Perl, and he had 
this impression, to be in an insanatory. r) 


DEFENSE COUNSEL (Ur. Strong): Insane asylum. 


(Peiper - direct) ' 1830 
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A At this opportunity I was told by lst Lt. Perl that he had 
- given the ordere in LaGleize to have in one case 180 prisoners of war 
shot, but since I was positive about the fact that there were only 
1650 prisoners in LaGleize and those 150 prisonershad been turned over 
to the Americans again I could not find out if I triei—I could not 
find from where those 180 prisoners showldhave come, Thereupon I was 
told, "We know that you, personally, did the shooting in many places, 
end that in many other places you gave the orders’ Thereupon I was 
not able to say anything. When Sgt, Hillig was introduced to me then 
he was asked, "Did you shoot American prisonors of war on the 19th 
of December in Stoumont?" And his answer was: "Yes." The next ques~ 
tion was: "Who gave the order?! And he replied: "Col. Peiper." 
4nd he was taken out again. Then my adjutant was called in, He was 
asked the same questions, and he gave the same answers, I would 
like to say the following at this point: The only thing in which we 
believed at this exact time was comradeship which had been made very 
firm through blood in the front linos. At that time I did not know 
that in Schwaibisch Hall, I believe list was mentioned here— 
DEFENSE OOUNSEL (Mr. Strong): Correction. Trickery. 

A I did not know yet that in Schwaibisch Hall trickery was 
used, Thorefore I had to believe that this last column in which I 
believed, namely, comradeship, had broken down too. And when ny 
own adjutant made those statements against me I was disgusted, and I 
told 1st. Lt. Perl he shall dictate to me whatever he wants to, I 
will sign everything, Furthermore, it was Pearlovsaeg/aiat at that 
time it was my duty to protect as many decent people as possible and 
furthermore I judged tho situation in a way but I said to myself 


either, according to the hints of let Lt. Perl which ho made in 


Zufferhausen, I will be finiehed in:the frame of a general— 


DEFENSE COUNSEL (Mr, Strong): Reprisal action. . 


(Whereupon the last answer was read by the reporter). 


DEFENSE COUNSEL (Mr. Strong) Ypreune the witness meant to say 


(Poiper - direct) 
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"I will be finished through a general reprisal action", 
PROSECUTION: I object to anything that counsel says the 
witness presumed. The witness is right here. 
LAW MEMBER} Ask him the question. I think we will get 
it much better if the witness gives it. 

'Q Col Peiper, will you go back, referring to Lt. Perl's hint 
at Zuffenhausen, end continue from that point again? 

A The 1st Lt. Perl told me in Zuffenhausen in a very clear 
manner, for which I am indebted to him, that I had to stick out my 
neck, go and so. And for this reason I was of the opinion during 
all the interrogations in Zuffenhausen, there are two possibilities: 
Either I will be finished in the frame-—I will be finishod off, off 
in the frame of a genoral reprisal action, and then it doesn't matter 


at all whet was dictated to me; or I will be put before the court of 


justice which had been mentioned repeatedly and then they will find 


out that there was no reason for the charges against me. 
DEFENSE COUNSE: (Mr. Strong) Oorrection. No basise 


a Thereupon I made two statements. 


(Reiper - direct) 
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Q Referring to the written statement by you offered 
into evidence as Prosecution Exhibit "P-7", dated 28 March, 
prior thereto were you confronted with any people who were 
witnesses in this case? 

A No. 

Q Will you describe to the court the treatment that 
you were accorded, during the period of tima that you were 
at Schwabisch Hall? 

A In Schwabisch Hall I was locked up in a punishment 
cell for six days — this was the type of cell which had been 
referred to by my comrades as a "death cell", Fora half 
year, I did not have any physical movement at all and the day 
before I left Schwabisch Hall I was beaten. 

Q By whom? 

A I could not find out by whom, since I had a hood 
over my head, but I presume that the people who did the beat— 
ing were Poles. 

Q Were you beaten more than once? 

A No, only on this one occasion. 

Q Was your written statement of the 21st of March, 


Prosecution Exhibit "P-11" received into evidence in this 


case true hin all respects? 


A No. 





Q In that written statement, and I read from it, 
you said: "...I can remember in this material, among other 
things, was an order of the 6th SS Panzer Army, with the 
content that, considering the desperate situation of the Ger- 
man people, a wave of terror and fright should preceded our 
troops...also this order pointed out that the German soldier 
should remember in this offensive the innumerable victims 
of the bombing terror; furthermore, it was stated in this or 
der that the enemy resistance had to be broken by terror; 
also, I am nearly certain that in this order it was expressly 
stated that prisoners of war should be shot, where the local 
conditions of combat should require it. This order was incor- 
porated into the Regimental order, which was dram by my Adju- 
tant Gruhle, on the material handed to us''. Now, in what res- 
pect is that statement not true? 
A In every respect. 

ma) Further, in your statement of the 21st of March, and 
I read, you said: .,.close to 1600 hours the Commander's meet- 
ing took place at which the following persons participated: 
myself, Sturmbannfeuhrer Poetschke, Sturmbannfeuhrer Josef 
Diefenthal, Sturmbannfeuhrer Gustav Knittel, although he arriv- 
ed a little late, Obersturmbannfeuhrer Hardeck, Doctor Sickel, 
Hauptsturmfeuhrer Otto and, I believe, the Major who commanded 
the Anti-aircraft Battalion which was attached to me at that 
time; in addition, Gruhle was at least temporarily present. 
At this meting, I did not mention anything about prisoners of 
war being shot when the local conditions of combat should re- 


quire it, because those present were all experienced officers 


to whom this was obvious", In what respect is that statement 


—— Hot true? 
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A At that time, it was not quite clear to me about 


the logical course of time — 


DEFENSE (Mr. Strong): I suggest "chronological se- 


quence of events" as the proper phrase for translation. 
PROSECUTION: Is that correct, interpreter? 
INTERPRETAR: Yes, sir, that would be more accurate, 


PROSECUTION: All right, we’ will accept that inter- 


pretation. 


A (cont'd.) -- and, in consequence of that, I intended 
to have two conferences, one on the 15th and one on thel6th, 
but in consequence of that I made only one conference. Further- 
more, the persons whom I mentioned as being present at that time 
are not quite correct. The last sentence, which refers to the 
exporience of my officers, was stated by me in another connec- 
tion, and the meaning that it has here was only put in by First 
Lieutenant Perl. 

Q Now, further in your statement of the 21st of March, 
Prosecution Exhibit "P-11", you said: "...I[t is possible, al- 
though I don't know for certain, that the paragraph of the Reg- 
imental Order which dealt with prisoners of war and which was 
taken from the Army order,'without receiving any additions, was 
not sent to the Battalions in writing, but for reasons of secur- 
ity was only looked at in the Regiment and remained there, to 
avoid having this order fall into enemy hands", Now, in what 
respect is that atatemont not true? 

cused Ur don'é remember those details atall, since my in- 


* terests at’ that time were: quite difforent: what was written 
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down in this statement were the words of my Adjutant, which 
he told me, when I was confronted with him. Furthermore, I 
can't recall having said this at all. 


Q Further, in your statement of the 21st of March, 
Prosecution Exhibit "P-11", and I read, you said: "...I know, 
however, that the order to use brutality was not given by Sepp 
Dietrich out of his owmm initiative, but that he only acted along 
the lines which the Feuhrer had expressly laid down". Now, in 
what respect is that statement not true? 

A I kmew that a conference with the Feuhrer had taken 
place in Bad Nauheim and I knew that General Dietrich would 
pass along to the other units, the individual units, the pol- 
Soy which the Feuhrer laid down at that conference, and this 
policy was put into an Order of the Day, as a result of that 
conference. I'm not certain that such an order really existed, 
but, if it did, the mental creator of this Order of the Day 
must have been the Feuhrer. This sentence, therefore, is a 


combination on my part. 


IAW MEMBER: There seems to be some doubt about that 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution believes that the 


word "conclusion" would be a more accurate translation. 


DEFENSE (lr. Strong): The defense will agree to 


that word as an accurate translation: "conclusion", 


LAW MEMBER: Reporter, let the record show that 


correction. 


Q Your conclusion, in your statement of the, 21st of 
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March, and I read, is the following: "...When I was received by 
the Division Commander, he told me that he was present at the 
meeting with the Feuhrer and that, on the order of the Feuhrer, 
the offensive had to be fought with special brutality. Whether 
on this occasion the Division Commander used the word "brutal- 
ity", or something similar, I don't kmow any longer, but at 
least that was the sense of it. The Division Commander also 
said that the Feuhrer had said that the offensive had to be 
fought without humane inhibitions and that one should remember 
the victims of the bombing terror; he said that the Feuhrer 
had spoken for three full hours ani that he had expressed the 
fullest confidence for victory. The Division Commander told 

me that after this address only Field Marshall Model gave a 
"Seig Heil" and that otherwise no one spoke. Further, on the 
morning of the 15th of December, I was at the CP of the lst 

SS Panzer Corps, where the Commanding General Preiss, spoke 

in front of all of the Regimental Commanders. At this meet- 
ing, about thirty commaniers of various units participated". 

In what respsct is that statement not true? 


A With reference to the discussion that I had with 
my Division Commander; I stated to First Lieutenant Perl 
that my Divisional Commander was very enthusiastic about the 
speech of the Feuhrer and that it was the demand of the hour, 
to go through the coming offensive without sparing ourselves —- 


PROSECUTION: If the court please, the prosecution 


would like to make a correction in the translation — 


DEFENSE (Mr. Strong): I believe that "ruthless 


“aa harshness" would be a correct translation. 





PROSECUTION: Yes, the prosecution would accent 


that as an accurate translation. 


LAW MEMBER: The record will reflect that correc- 
tion in the translation. 


A -- and this sentence referred to us; First Lieutenant 
Perl wanted very much to have the word "brutality" put into 
the statement and, at the end, I thought that it was beyond my 
dignity to bargain for words and I allowed the statement to be 
dictated to me. As to the humane feelings-which would not be 
shown during this offensive, this sentence was taken from the 
statement of my Commanding General Dietrich. With reference “— 
to the speech that General Preiss made at his CP, I told First 
Lieutenant Perl that, according to my recollection, General — 


Preiss read an appeal — 


DEFENSE (Mr. Strong): I suggest the word "procla- 


PROSECUTION: That is satisfactory. 


A -—- since with this proclamation he could only mean 
the Order of the Day of General Dietrich, and I was acquainted 
with the content of this Order of the Day of General Dietrich 
by the witnesses with whom I was confronted at that time. First 
Lieutenant Perl said to me at this time: "...It is quite clear 
that if you read this order you must have used the word 'brutal- 
ity' and the words: '...avoiding of humane inhibitions...', and 
the words: "...wave of terror..J". I could not myself at this 
time understand Lieutenant Perl's logic, but I nevertheless allow- 
ed this statement to be dicated to me, 


Q Were these written statements of the 8th, 21st and ce 
28th of March dictated to you? 
v 
A Yes. 


a 


RE i 





Q By whom? 

A By Lieutenant Perl. 

Q Is the statement of the 28th of March true in all 
respects? 

A Yes. 

Q Is the statement of the 26th of March, Prosecution 
Exhibit 125, true in all respects? 

A No. 

Q You said, and I read, in that statement of the 26th 
of March, Prosecution Exhibit 125: "...Furthermore it was re- 
ported to me from some party that there were continuous diffi- 
culties with the prisoners, who were either disobedient or did 
not execute orders which they received from the German side; of 
which kind these orders were, I do not remember any more, but in 
any case important questions must have been touched off by their 
refusal to obey the orders, otherwise it would not have been re- 
ported to me", In what respects is that statement not true? 

: A First, Iioutenant Perl ‘told me that Major Diefenthal 
had shot several prisoners who had refused to work; this fact 
was completely unknown to me. I knew that he had had continu- 
ous difficulties with these prisoners, on the basis of local 
circumstances and the combat situation, but, since Diefenthal, 


in this case, was supposed to have shot them, it was quite 


clear to me at that tima that I had to protect my former Comani- 


er, so I told First Lieutenant Perl that I would have given him 


the authority to do so, but I don't really Imow of any incident 
of that nature. 


PRESIDENT: The court will recess until 1030. 


(Whereupon the court, at 1030, reconvened.) 
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(thereupon the court reconvened at 1030 hours.) 


PRESIDENT: Court will cone to order. ; 

PROSECUTION: If it please the court, let the record 
show that all members of the court, all inembers of the prosecution 
with the exception of Colonel Crawford, who is absent on business 
for the prosecution, and Captain Byrne, who has been excused upon 
verbal orders of the Commanding General, all members of ths defense 
with the exception of Dr. Hertkorn, who is absent on feaiines for 
the defense, all of the defendants, and the reporter are present. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: The defense recalls the accused, former 
Colonel Joachim Peiper. 

PRESIDENT: Have you been sworn? 

REPORTER; No, sir. 

(Whereupon Dorothy H. Cornett, American Civilian, was 


sworn as court reporter.) 


JOACHIM PEIPER, one of the accused, resumed the stand 
and testified further through an interpreter as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
\\ QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE: COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinell): 
Q You said in your statement of the 26th of March, 
Prosecution's Exhibit P-125: 


"When Dr. Sickel, the Regimental Surgeon, saw 
that an interrogation was futile, he said: 'This is 
of no use any more! Help arrives too late here.! 
Thereupon I asked Dr. Sickel: ‘What shall we dd with 
the man?' 'Shall he go up to the Aid Station?! Dr. 
Sickel replied: ‘I think the best is that we give hin 
the mercy shot. Anyway, he won't make it any more. 
It is unnecessary tormenting.! I replied: ‘All right, 
take the poor devil away!' I then had not given any 
further orders, but had left the rest up to Sturmbannfeuhrer 
Dr. Sickel. It was clear to me that the prisoner would 
be shot. I have been asked if I remember if Dr, Sickel 
said to the soldier who had brought the prisoner: 
tOQutside with the swine -- bwnp him off!!' Such a 
statenent was not uttered in my presence. Dr. Sickel 
and I acted obviously out of pity for the prisoner and 
such an utterance would not have fit into the atmosphere. 
I admit to have given Dr. Sickel, on the basis of his 
medical opinion, thé authorization to cause the shooting 
of the prisoner. In which manner and with which words then 
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Dr. Sickel, on the basis of this authorization, had 
him ‘shot, I do not know, He left the room immediately 
with the prisoner and his guard," 

In what respect is that statement not true? 

A On the 26th, lst Lt. Perl told me that on my C.P. a 
prisoner was shot, that he knew very well that I did not give 
the order to do that, that Dr. Sickel had already made a con~ 
fession, in which he admits having given the order.himself. 
Furthermore, this was confinned by Non-Commissioned Officer 
Wichmann, who had shot the prisoner, I, however, had been 
present when Sickel gave the order, I, thereupon, asked Lt. 
Perl if Dr. Sickel had been charged with other things or if 
this was the only thing. He replied: "No, this is the only 
case." I said: "Very well then, I'll say that I gave him the 
order for that and I'll carry the full responsibility." From 
this position of mine this testimony came tc be. 

Q Did you, in fact, give that order? 

A No, 

Q You said in a written statement on the 26th of March, 
Prosecution's Exhibit-125, that: 

"I further have been questioned if at Stoumont, 
on the 19th of December, 1944, I caused an American 
prisoner of war to be shot by giving an order to 
Unterscharfeuhrer Hans Hillig, Funktruppfeuhrer 
(leader of the Radio Detachment) at Headquarters of 
the lst SS Panzer Regiment. In spite of my greatest 
efforts, I could not remember such an execution. 
After confrontation with Hauptstunnfeuhrer Hans 
Gruhle, Regimental Adjutant, and Unterscharfeuhrer 
Hans Hillig, I am remembering that I caused an 
American prisoner of war to be shot there, but to 
my own mind I do not recollect the details," 

In what respect is that statement not true? 


A Lt. Perl asked me if on the 19th in Stoumont I had 


talked to an American prisoner, I said: "Yes, I can remenber : 


faintly." In my opinion it was not a medic, it was a Sergeant, 5 
a@ "Buck!! Sergeant. ‘We also know the name and then the name 


was mentioned to me and I, because this man refused to make 


(Peiper ~ Direct) 1901 





Ta 22h DC 
6-21-16 
ess} 


statanents, gave the order to Non-Commissioned Officer Hillig 
to have the man shot, Thereupon, Hillig, as I testified to 
before, was confronted with me and also my adjutant and because 
of reasons which I have mentioned before, I made the statement. 

Q Did you ever hear Dr, Sickel Say at any time: "Outside 
with the swine ~—- bump him off!"? 

A: No, this statement was never made in my presence. 

Q Did you ever cause an American prisoner of war to be 
shot at Stoumont on the 19th of December? 

A No. 

Q Where were you on the l4th of December, 1944? 

A I ayrived on the lth of December 1944 in the 
Blankenheim Forest with my regiment, which was the assembly 
area prepared for my regiment for the Ardennes Offensive. 

Q Now, before we proceed, going back to the beginning of 
your direct testimony, you told the court your military career; 
is there anything else you wish to say? 

A I was detailed as adjutant in the Waffen SS in 1938 
to the Reichsfeuhrer. In this capacity I was in his company 
for three years without interruption and I was responsible for 
all matters which concerned the Waffen SS which at that time was | 
still known as iVerfuegungstruppe", or available troops: During 
the campaigns that happened in the mean time I was again with 
my troops. 

Q What were your duties as adjutant to Himmler? 

A As I already mentioned, I was responsible for all matters 
concerning the available troops and Waffen SS, that means mainly, 
personal political problems, training problems and organizational 
problems, Furthermore, I might call my position at that time as 
a personal servant with society connections. 

DR, LEILING: I think the translation should be: "As 


personal servant, having the manners of a gentleman." 
> 
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Pa LAW MEMBER: The Colonel understands. Is that 


acceptable? 
THE WITNESS: Yes. 
LAW MEMBER: Is that acceptable to the prosecution? 
PROSECUTION: Quite acceptable. 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinell, continuing): 
4 Q You say that on the l4th of December 1944 you were 
at the Command Post? 
Yes, 


Did you go to the Dividion Command Post on orders? 


A 
Q 
A Yes. 
Q 


Yihat did you do? 

A The conference at the Divisional C.P. was, if I 
remember correctly, set at 11 o'clock. Because of the fact that 
I was notified too late and because of traffic jams, I arrived 
late. uy Divisional Commander had all commanders assembled there 
and had told them the plan of attack for a couple of days ahead. 
I myself could not participate in these talks and subsequently 
was told about it by my Divisional Commander and the 1 A, Lt. 
Col. Simpson. 

Q Who was your Divisional Commander at that time? 

A At that time Oberfeuhrer NMohnkeg. 

Q What happened at the Division Command Post? 

A My Divisional Commander again emphasized to me the 
prime importance of my task, again told me about the necessity 
of a very rapid break-through, the necessity that every man was 
to commit himself relentlessly and that we should ignore all 
threats to our flanks fundamentally. Furthennore, he quoted 
several sentences fron the conference with the Feuhrer in Bad 
Nauheim, in which again he expressed the special confidence _ 
which the Feuhrer had put in the Leibstandarte. After that the 


1A talked to me about the attack by means of a map and then 
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gave me the entire orders which were meant for myself and 
my regiment. 

Q Did he explain to you what he meant by fighting 
fanatically? 

A He did not especially explain that but what the 
expression meant was no concern for ones person and material 
and unconditional preparedness. 

Q So you understood the word "fanatically" to be applicable 
to the sacrifices and the treatment of your ovm troops themselves, 
among thenselves? 

A Yes, only. 

Q What did you do next? Before I ask that -- I withdraw 
that question. Who was present at the Division Comaand Post during 
those conferences? 

A Besides the Commander, which I mentioned, and the 1 A, 
there were the Regimental Commander and the Commanders of the 
independent Battalions. Furthermore, several Commanders of 
subordinate Units that were attached, whose names I do not 
remenber. 

Q After the conferences had been concluded at the Division 
where did you go next? 

A I went back to my C.P. and arrived there at about 1400 
hours and I ordered my adjutant to set a conference of Commanders 
for 1600 hours, 

Q Where did you say your regimental C.P. was located? 

A My Regimental C.P,, at that time, was in a house in the 
forest of Blankenheim, and in the same house there was the C.P. 
of the Commander of my First Battalion, Major Poetschke, and the 
C.P. of the Light Anti~Aircraft Battalion 68, Major Wolf. 

Q Did you have a conference with all your Commanders? 


Yes, at about 1600 hours the Commanders came to me. 


A 
Q And what date was that? 
A 


That was on the ‘14th of December, 
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Q Who was present? 

A Besides myself the following were present: The 
Commanders of my First and Second Battalions, Major Poetschke 
and Lt. Col. Von Westerhagen; the Commander of the Third 
Battalion of the Second Panzer Regiment, which was attached to 
my Panzer Grenadier Regiment, Captain Diefenthal; the Commander 
of the Second Artillery Battalion of our Artillery Hegiment, 
Captain Schlett, who was also subordinate to me; and the 
Commander of the Anti-Aircraft Battalion, which I mentioned, 
Major Wolf, who was also subordinate to me; and for at least 
some time, my Adjutant was present, and my Signal Officer, Lt. 
Krause. If. any other officers were there I can't tell with any 
certainty. 


Q Did you give any instructions to these officers at 





that conference? 

A At the beginning I held a short speech. 

Q Did you give any other instructions? 

A And then, by means of a Divisional order of attack, read 
to the officers those points that were of interest to then, 

Subsequently, I had a conference about purely tactical 

matters in which I explained that we had to make an attack in a 
terrain unsnitable for tanks, that the only chance of success 
depended upon speed, surprise, and relentless commitment of 
person and material and I explained the basic thought -- to form 
a point which consisted of the First Panzer Battalion, the Third: 
Panzer Grenadier Battalion, Panzer Anti-Aircraft and Panzer 
Engineers, should be composed in such a manner that it should be 
suitable becauss of its speed, armor, and fire power, to solve 
all coming problems. This group should without regard advance, 


should not pay any attention to unimportant eneny goals nor , 


booty nor prisoners of War, and the task of this group should be 
e 


‘finished then if only one Panzer Model 4 were to reach the Maas 
without any inside. 
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That was clear to me and I carried it through and 

I explained it that because of the very difficult terrain 
and because of the regrouping of the eneny this group should 
be entirely rubbed out and that it would then depend that the 
Kings Tiger Battalion would be sent behind in a closed, orderly 
march in order to, after the First Battalion were rubbed out, 
take over the heavy fighting itself. And that was according to 
my judgment the area of the Slopes of the Ardennes into the area 
of the Maas, That is, in other words, that the First Battalion 
received a very desparate task, vhich I explained very clearly 
to the officers. 

The orders to the Officers of the point were given with 
the same meaning and Ms were told: "You will go ahead with 
high speed on the road indicated. Your task will be. fulfilled 
after you have blovm up. The one that will take over command 
after you is the car behind you." 

In this connection I ordered that if shooting had to 

be done it would have to be done while going, that the point was 
not to stop anywhere. I ordered that no booty was to be taken 
anywhere, that no enemy vehicles confiscated were to be examined, 
and again pointed toward the fact that ammunition should be used 
sparsely because of the supply situation. That my order was 
an order of d&sparation became evident, that I started off with 
only one tankful for my tank, that I could not figure on rein- 
forcement and had to depend to supplenent my vehicle hy enemy 
fuel. Through my experience, however, I knew that that generally 
is not possible. Furthermore, it was clear to me that our supply 
lines would be so heavily loaded we could not figure on any 
supplies getting through. — 


. The decisive part of the point was, ‘therefore, the 


march ordet. In view of the bad and narrow roads it, was, 


impossible to change the order of march later on and, therefore, 


1906 


(Peiper - Direct) 








this composition had to be thought of and figured out very 


carefully. Therefore, it took me about two hours to talk with 
my Commanders about this order of march. The entire band of 
march which was under me was about 25 kilometers long. Because 
of the fact that the broadcast was very limited, due to the bad 
terrain, I had to choose a place for myself almost in the center 
if I wanted to have an essential point of inference. Therefore, 
I divided the marching column in several independent sections 
and for each individual one I made the Commander responsible. 


Major Poetschke became the Officer in Charge of the point who, 


for this purpose, had a fighting group subordinate to hin, con- 





sisting of his Battalion, the Third Panzer Grenadier Battalion, 
the Ninth Panzer Engineer Company, and the Regimental Anti-Aircraft 


Company. 





C 
Tk #221-SR Q At the beginning of that conference, I believe 


6/21-S -1 
you said you read the order of the attack. Whose order 
was that? 

A It was the order of attack of Division. 

Q Was there anything said in that order about 
prisoners of war? 

A It said in one paragraph that it was not the job 
of the armored spearhead to worry about prisoners of war that 
were expected. However, this was the job of the Infantry 
following. Yyrthermore, it said that PW collecting points 
were to be set up at the ammunition and fuel dumps. 

Q Was there anything in the order, about civilians? 

A If I remember correctly, only an explanation that 
in the terrain which we were to conquer, the appearance of the 
population inimical to us was expected. Armed civilians were 
to be treated as’ partisans and all resistance that were to appear 
was to be broken without regard. 

Q What did you do and where were you on the 15th of 
December 19)? 

A I was ordered to the Corps CP. 

Q Did you go to the Corps CP? 

A Yes. 

Q What happened there? 

A The Divisional Commanders were present there, as 
well as the 1-A's, if I remember correctly, the regimental 


commanders of Divisions, furthermore, the then Lieutenant 


“Colonel ‘Skorzeny, accompanied by some gentleman, The 


commander in charge, General Priess, made a speech based upon 
the Fuehrer conference in Bad Nauheim and read an order of the 
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What did that order of the day say? 
I personally cannot remember any details. It 
was a patriotic appeal for the hearts of German men. 
Q Did it say anything about prisoners of war? 
A No. 
Q Did it say anything about civilians? 
A No. 
Q You say that Skorzeny was present. During the 
conference at Corps, was the Operation Greif discussed? 
A Yes. 
What was said about that? 
A Skorzeny introduced the officers accompanying 
him, the first time talked about the Greif job and explained 
it in about the following sense: That his task was a task 
especially organized or requested by the Fyehrer and had the 
goal to precede us with a wave of panic and confusion in 
order to confuse the enemy retreat which was expected and to 
speed this retreat. For this purpose all members of this group 
were to wear American uniforms. One of those combat groups was’ 
to be used with the 1st Division undcr command of Iyeutenant 
Colonel Hardick and this combat group was to be incorporated 
with my unit first inorder after I broke through the enemy front 
line past my point and to carry out its special job. I was 
told then that I could take Hardick with me to my CP in order 
to talk about the expected incorporation. The Commanding 


General thereupon left the conference, turned over the super~ 


. vision: to his Chief of Staff Lehmann and he then, talked for.a 


long time in great detail about the chronological ‘sequence > 
of the attack in our area. 
(Peiper—Direct) 
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A 
T #221-SR : Q Who was Colonel Sandig, if you know? 
6/21-3 


A Lieutenant Colonel Sandig was at that time the 
commander of the 2nd Panzer Grenadier Regiment. 
Q Was he present at that conference? 
Yes. 
Did you talk to. him? 
Yes. 
What was said? 
A The Panzer Grenadier R,giment Sandig was to follov 
my armored group closely and I therefore told him in detail 
that it was very important that I not get separated from my 
column since the denver of my point being surrounded was always 
present and I told him that the vehicles, the prisoners and the 
booty which I would leave behind should not be reported by him 
as his owm successes since it was generally such that we carried 
out armored break-throughs, could not worry about booty and those 
vehicles which were ssential to us were taken over by the Infantry 
that followed. ethonaces| it was naturally so that those 
prisoners which we sent back in the evening reported as our 
success were again reported as being taken by the Infantry and f 
therefore, the numbers of Pii's was very exaggerated. In this 
case it was such that during the offensive that the 12th 
Grenadier Division commanded by General Engle reported all the 
success which I had and the airplanes, for instance, which I 
had destroyed completely at the airport of Buellingen. He 
reported as captured two days later. 





Q After that conference at the Corps was concluded, where 
did yougo next? 
A I returned to my C.P. with Lt. Col. Hardick. 


Q Did you have another conference with your commanders on 


that day? 

A Yes. 

Q Who was present? 

A At this meeting those commanders were present which I 
already mentioned in the conference of the lth, and the Conmander 
of the Reconnaisance Battalion, Knittel, who was also interested in 
it, since in the first place he wasn't quite clear about the Opera- 
tion Greif and since the corporation into my colums also concemed 
hin, 


At that conference was anything said about prisoners of 


Q Now, have you heard the officers of your spearhead, who 
are accused in this case, give evidence to the effect that you said 
prisoners of war will not be taken? 


h ; 
A May I interrupt you? If I remember your previous ques- 


tion correctly, do you mean that I said anything about prisoners 


of war? 
Q I meant did anybody say anything about prisoners of war? 
A The problem of prisoners of war started by Hardick, is as 
follows: Hardick was to be committed with his combat group before 
me, It was, therefore, possible that he take prisoners that I would 
later on meet, and since it was our habit to let the prisoners of 
war stand on the side of the road unguarded, the danger ‘oxisted 
: that ifr were to approach | I would consider them an able enemy and 
ie my point might Venost l= _ ~ inight open fire on thems I therefore asked 
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Hardick what do you do with prisoners and Hardick thereupon told me 
we were to operate exactly like the British Commandos == if we are 
caught, we will be finished; we don't give any mercy either, 


Q Did you say anything at the conference about prisoners of 


A 

Q Now, have you ever heard the officers of your spearhead, 
in this case, give evidence that prisoners of war will not be taken? 

A Yes. 

Q Is that true? 

A No. 

Q Was it the assigned duty or task of your spearhead to take 
prisoners? 

A No. 

Q Who was charged with that responsibility in the offensive? 

A The Infantry that followed, in this case the 2nd Panzer 
Grenadier Regiment. ‘ 

Q And who was the ‘Commanding Officer of that Regiment? 

A It. Col. Sandig. 

Q Now, you say that Major Poetschke had the sams C.P. -- had 
his C.P. in the same building as yours? Is that correct? 

A Yes. 

Q After your Regimental meeting on the evening of the 15th 
of December, do you know whether Poetschke had a meeting of his 
Company Commanders? 

A Yes. 

Q Were you present? 

A I was present part of the time, because we had to use the 


Same TOON. . © 


Now, referring ‘once more to’ your Regimental, conference on.” 
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the 15th of December, what were the last instructions that you 
gave your Battalion Commanders at the conclusion of the meeting? 
A I let my officers go with the reminder that a written 
Regimental Order was to come out. I told them that, at the same 
time, that the "H" hour of the attack might be postponed, since 
I knew from the Division that because of our insufficient prepara- 
tions, Army would try to get a postponement. 
Q What time, on the 15th of December, did that Regimental 
meeting come to a conclusion? 
A I can't say for sure. 
Was it in the morning or in the afternoon? 
I estimate at twenty or twenty-one hundred hours. 
In the evening? 


Yes. 


Q At that time had the Regimental Order you have referred to 


been written? 
A No, at the time when Poetachke held his conference,I pre- 


pared the Regimental Order with my adjutant. That is, we mostly 
used the Divisional Order as a foundation, inasfar as it concerned 
the order of march and the task to be done, and furthermore, this 


order contained a very detailed d&scription of the entire order of 


march of my combat group. The order, in its original form, was 


finished at about 10:00 o'clock and was then written by the Regimen~ 


tal clerks and should have been finished shortly after midnight, 
Q Is that midnight the 15th-16th December? 


A Yes. 
Q Did the order contain any reference to the treatment of 


prisoners of war? 
A No, the order contained only pure tactical matters. 


Q Did it say anything about a "wave of terror'!?. 
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Now, have you heard the statement - the written statement 


of the accused Fischer, dated the 31st of Varch, Prosecution's 


Exhibit P-13, which was read into evidence in this case and is on 


page 174 of the record -~ have you heard that statement read into 


evidence? 
A 
Q 


Yes. 
I will read from that statement: 


"On December 15, 1944, in a forester's house in Blanken- 
heim a written regimental order was handed to me by 
Hstuf. Hans Gruhle, Adjutant of the SS Panzer Regiment I, 
"LSSAH". 


"In this regimental order handed to me by Hstuf. Hans 
Gruhle amongst other things it read that a wave of fear 
and terror was to precede our troops and that the resis- 
tance of the enemy was to be broken by terror. 


"Furthermore it said in this regimental order that where 
the military situation should absolutely necessitate it, 
to shoot prisoners of war, After receiving the regimen- 
tal order, without adding anything I had this order copied 
anew, and changed the heading hereby from: 


SS Pz Ret. I. "LSSAH" 
to  I./(mixed) ss Pa Rgt I, "LSSAH". 


"On the same day also, on the 15th of December 1944, a 
conference took place in the same forester's house at 
which Stubaf Poetschke Commander of the I./(mixed) SS 

Pz Rgt I, "LSSAH", also issued the same order to the 
company commanders. I also took part at this conference 
but I was not continuously in the room. However, at the 
time Stubaf Poetschke spoke about that we should not take 
any prisoners where the military situation absolutely 
required it, Poetschke also declared hereby that this 
order was a secret order, 


"In my capacity as Adjutant of the I./(mixed) SS Pz Rgt I, 
"LSSAH! immediately..." 


Incidentally, I think that word "mixed" means - referring to the 


Battalion. 


° Now, what Regimental order was Fischer referring to in that state. 


ment? 


Nimmediately after this conference, I had requested the 
officers who belonged to our battalion to sign the order 
which was retyped from regimental order to battalion 
order described above,!! 
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(Whereupon the statement read by Lt. Col. Dwinell, Prosecution'!s 
Exhibit No. 13, was read by the interpreter in German. ) 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (LT. COL, DWINELL: 
Q What Regimental order was Fischer referring to? 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, we object to that ques= 
tion because it calls for a conclusion of this witness. 
PRESIDENT: Objection overruled. 

A At this time there was no Regimental order. At this time 
we had three orders; first, the Divisional order of attack; second, 
the supply order of Division which was attached to the first; and 
third, an order of the day, which, however, I cannot tell you any 
more as to whether it was from Army or from Army Group. I cannot 
even tell you with certainty if I received this order of the day 
with the other papers on the lith, or if it was brought to my C.P. 
in the course of the ljth by a Liaison Officer. 

Q Have you heard the witness Kramn testify in this case? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you hear him testify that he was present at the Regimen- 
tal meting referred to? 

A Yes. 

What assignment of duty did Kramm have? 

Kranm was the Liaison Officer of the lst Battalion, 

Who was Poetschke's adjutant? 

The adjutant was Lt. Fischer. 

Is that the Fischer who is an accused in this case? 

Yes. 

And what relation to Fischer did Kramm have? 

Kramm was the assistant or the aide of Fischer. -Qne might 


say that he was a messenger, with the rank of. an officer who was used 


for ‘important messages, « 
*Q Do you know of your ow knowledge whether Kramm ever had 
an opportunity to see the Regimental Order on the 15th of December? 


we 1915 








A He could not have had that opportunity, because at that 


time the Regimental Order did not exist, 

Q Now, prior to the lth of December 194), were your officers 
required to attend sand table conferences? 

A Yes. 

Q When and where did these sand table exercises take place? 

A The sand table exercises were made up by the lst Battalion 
on the farmhouse Buschfeld, near Freisheim. 

Q Who was present at these sand table exercises? 

A The Commander of the lst Battalion, Wajor Poetschke, 
ordered those that were to attend. Those were in the first place 
all officers of his Battalion, and according to what type of exercise 
was carried out at this sand table, the Panzer Commanders were asked 
to attend. As guests, the following were invited, officers of units 
with which one would normally cooperate and work with during battle; 
that means anti-aircraft, artillery, artillery and engineers, and 
part of the time the signal corps. 

Q Were you ever present at any of those exercises? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you ever conduct them and manage them yourself? 

A If I remember correctly, I, myself once managed and led 
one of those exercises during that time. 

Q Now, at the time of these sand table exercises, did any 
of your officers, including yourself, know about the coming Eifel 
Offensive? 

A No, we Imew nothing about it. At this time we all figured 
on a breakthrough of the American forces in the vicinity of Dusrren. 
Therefore, wo had received a task by the Division to try out a Panzer 
flank break-through, which might be used to stop this American break- 
through. This theme was talked about in the terrain. © ~ 


r 
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Q Was Kramm present at any of the sand table exercises? 
A Yes. 
Q Was the accused Rumpf ever at the Regimental Command Post 
on the 15th of December 1944? 
A That, of course, is possible, but I can't tell you. 
Q Have you heard the accused Rumpf give evidence in this 
case, by way of a written statement dated the 22nd of March 19467 
A Yes. 
Q I am referring to Prosecution's Exhibit No. 55, which is 
in the record on page 732. Do you remmber this statement by 
Rumpf: 
"The first formal issuance of orders in regard to use 
of terror methods happened on the 12th or 13th December, 
1944, at the Regimental Command Post in Weilerwist. At 
that time I was ordered to the command post. There I 
was met by an Ordnance officer whose name I do not 
remember any more, ‘The Ordnance officer presented to m 
a secret regimental order which I read through in his 
presence ,'" 

Did that happen? 

(Whereupon the statement read above was translated by the 
interpreter. ) 

A That is impossible, 

Q Why is it impossible? 3 

A At that time, including my om person, no one knew about 
the coming offensive, in my regiment. 

Q When did the spearhead under your command actually begin 
its march in the Bifel Offensive? 

A The setup of my combat groups started on the 16th, about 
6:00 otclock in the morning to 12:00 o'clock noon. I fell out with 
my group at about 1600 hours. 


What conditions did you encounter at the beginning of the 
ted march? : 


A By the bad road conditions and the immense number of 
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vehicles that was compressed in this area, together with the group 
of Skorzeny, which apparently had not had very much training, the 
traffic on the road proved to be of chaotic extent. For one walk- 
ing on foot, it was almost impossible to walk through the road in 
the so-called "No Onets Land", between the German and the American 
positions. There was a bridge which had been previously blow up. 
Because of the road jams, the engineers who were supposed to repair 
this bridge could not get through. And furthermore, especially at 
this time, the entire artillery of the 12th Volks-Grenadier Division 
had to change positions to the front. Since the artillery of this 
Division was horse-drawn, there was a terrible heap of Kings Tiger 
tanks on the road and four-legged mules. I, myself, and my Comman- 
ders were standing on this road to regulate traffic, and since the 
bridge was not completed on time I had to have a detour built, by 
reason of which I could only start off with being twelve hours late. 

Q Describe the uniforms of the men of your. spearhead? 

A The Panzer crews mostly wore black leather clothes. The 
Grenadiers under me as well as the engineers wore field-gray uniforms, 
partly camouflaged; the anti-aircraft artillery subordinate to me 
wore blue-gray air corps uniforms. The uniform of the artillery was 
the same as that of the infantry. 

Q What type of uniform was that? 

A That was the same uniform I mentioned for the Grenadiers, 
field-gray. 

PRESIDENT: The Court will recess until 1330. 

(Whereupon at 1200 hours the court recessed.) 
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CALP DACHAU, GRNANY 
21 June, 1946 


AFTERNOON, ° SESSION 

(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1330 hours.) 

PRESITENT: Take soatae The Court will come to orders 

PROSECUTION: If the court please, let the record show 
that all members of the Court, all members of the Prosecution with 
the exception of Lt. Col. Crawford who is absent on business of the 
Prosecution, and Capt. Byrng, wno has been exoused on orders of 
the Commanding General, all the Defense, with the exception of Dr. 
Pfister, who is absent on business of ths Defense, ali of the de- 
fendants and the reporterare present. 
8 DEFENSE COUNSEL: The defense recalls the accused, Col.Joachim 


Poipers Lt. Col. Dwinne1 will conduct the examination. 


JOACHIM PEIPER, one of the acoused, recalled, testified futher 
as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION, continued 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (LT. COL. Dwinnel): 

Q Will you continus with the desoription of the miforms of 
your spearhead? 

A The Volksartillery mn who were under my comand, who wre 
as I have already mentioned, a blue-green miform with red colored 
collar insignia. And the parachutists which were put under my com- 
mand later yore partly wearing a blue grey wiform, partly a cama- 
flouged wmiform with yellow collar insignia. 

Q During the offensive and at any time during the maroh, 

did any of your officers year a yellow jacket? 
A Yes. Officera wore various kinds of yellow jackets. 


Q Do you remember thé ‘hams of any offfoers in partioular 


° ge +8 
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A Ivonly remember lst Lt. Thielefor certain from gra 
Battalion, and Capt. Nuske, from Division headquarters. 

Q Now, on yourmarch, what town or village did you first reayh? 

A In the evening of December 16,it was already dark, I ar- 
rived at approximately 1700 hours in Losheim. 

Q YWhat combat conditions existed there at that time? 

A Losheim had already been taken by troops of the 12th 
Voiksgrenadisr Division at that time. A terrible traffic jam was 
in the tow itself, it was an exceptionally dark night and the tow 
was under Al”lerican artillery fire. 

Q To what towm or village did you go next? 

A Contrary to my original orders acoording to whion I was 
supposed to proceed along the main highway, I here received a radio 
order to take route by way of Lanzerath. Leaving towm and proceed~ 
ing toward Lanzerath was very diffioult since we had to pass through 
mine fields which were not cleased. They were mainly mines vhioh 
were old and snowed under and which, in the main, wo first had to 
look: for with our armored vehicles. To the beat of my recollection 
I therefor lost about three tanks and five half-traoks on the way 
from Losheim to Lanzerath. 

Q At that time did you met any German parachute troops? 

A Yous 

Q Under what oiroumstances’ 

A‘ I received a radio order either from division or corps, I 
oen't say for sure any more, according to which a regiment of the 
3rd Airborne Division had gotten held up in lenzerath. I was told 
that this regiment was to bo put under my attention and that I was 
to continue to attack without delay. IT arrived in Lente about 


midnight and there had a conference with a Colonel who commanded 


this parachute regiment. I orderod him to get one battalion ready 


. for attack along. the *road from Lenzrerath to Honsfeld. They wore 


to be used only as defense for the flanks and olosé combat for my 
troops. 
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Q What happened next? 

4A At about four ae me I procesded to attack with my tanks, 
supported by motorized infantry and infantry on foot, towards the 
forest. Contrary to reports received from the parachute troops ths 
forest yas freed of enemy troops. The forest was under severe ar- 
tillery barrage. At the dawn of 17th we surprisingly penetrated 
Honsfelds 

Q What combat conditions existed at Honsfeld. 

A An American recognizance mit was stationed at Honsfeid. 
The vehicles were standing in front of all the doors of all the houses 
in town and there were plenty of weapons around, partioulariy tank 
destroyers, but the troops were not attheir weapons or in their ve~ 
vehicles, but were in tho houses asleep. For that reason, tnere 
was hardiy any fighting at all. The first moving spearheads, at the 
heads of which lst Lt. Preuss was driving merely shot at som of 
groups of houses for prophylactic reasons and the town vas passed 
without any serious resistence. At that tim I was with tio opoar= 
head. With the point. My ow comand group which was to naroh in 
the convoy behind the group of Postsohke had remained vay behing and 
I myself decided to personally remain with the point in order to be 
able to take action more rapidly, to be abie to encourage the troops 
out front and in order to be able to evaluate the results of ths re-~ 
cognizance performed by the unit Knittel and the Unit Hardiok, both 
of whioh were supposed to pass by moe 

Q Did you see any prisoners of war in Honsfeld at that time? 

A I saw some individual American soldiers jump around from 
house to house. I didn't sse any prisonors. 

Q Do you know whether any prisoners of war were shot in 
Honsfeld at that tim? 

A I didn't hear anything about that. 


-Q ‘Have ‘you heard the witnesads' statenent in) this case, re-" 


ferr ing’ ‘to the witnesses Wilson, Morris and White, who testified 


° 
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that prisoners of var were killed in Honsfeld.’ Have you heard that 
evidence given in this case? 

4 Yes 

Q For the convenience of the Court, the statement of Wilson 
is on page 901, of the record; Norris page 907, and White 9U9. Is 
that true? 

A I can't state anything definitely about this because I 
vasn'4 present. It was later reported to m that resistonce start- 
ed up again several hours after my passing through Honsfeld and that 
the troops who wre following us up and who at that time considered 
Honsfeld to be safely in our hands, considered themselves to be am- 
bushed seorstly. From the impression I received from the discussions 
I heard at the time, the following had happened The American troops 
had realized their surprise only rather late and procesded to fire 
again on the units of my troops which were further behind Hr that 
therefore serious combat again resulted. 

Q Who was Najor Taubert? 

A Major Taubert was the commanding officer of the airborne 
battalion yhich joined us in the attack on Honsfeld. 

Q Did you have any conversations with him at that tim? 


Yess 


A 
Q Yhat was said? 
A 


On the western edge of Honsfeld I requested Major Taubert 
to maintain his men on my vehicles and continue to accompany our 
attack. As I mentioned before, this whole regiment was wmder my 
command at that tim. Evidently due to some mistake, no time limit 
was sot on this and I did not lnow that the regiment propor had a 
different mission after Honsfeld was taken. Major Taubert then told 
me that he first had to wait for an order from his vegiment and I 
was unnoyed and told them for him then just to stay baolk in Honsfeld 
end hide in there’ i 
Q Did you leave Honsfeld? 
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Yose 
What happened after you left Honsfeld? 
About one kilometer west of Honsfeld the point was filled in. 
Did you stop? 
Yes. 
What vehicle were you in then? 
At that time I either was in the tmk of Major Poetschke or 
in the vehicle of Captain Diofenthal. 
Q Were you in the lead? 
4 Yess 
Q Did you continue on the road that you had originally plan- 
ned to use? 
4A Yess 
Q Where did you gor 
4 I first had had the orders to march to Heppenbach from Hons- 
feld;on account of the obviously poor road conditions I decided to 
go by way of Bue llingen. Buellingon itself was assigned to tho Divis- 


ion Hitlor Youth by the operational order. Since I heard the noise of 


combat which was due to the division Hitler Youth comparativeiy far 


to tne rear and up northeast, I thought it might be possible to pass 
through the tom of Busllingen without causing a traffic jam to- 
gether with the Hitler Youth Division. 

Q Where did you go next? 

4 I continued along the main road to Buellingen. 

Q Was there an airdroms just before Buellingen? 

A Yes, there was an airdrom: on the left side a short distance 
outside of Buellingen. 


Q Desoribe what happened there. 

A About 12 or 13 American liaison planes yere standing at 
that’airdrome, the propellers were moving and the mohines wero ready 
to take off. The crews of these planes apparently taken completely 


by surprise also, they hid in the hedgerows which surrounded the 
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airdrom: and opened fire upon us. This fire was supported from the 
tow of Buoellingen proper. The vehioles in the point thereupon pro- 
cseded to strafe the hedgerows with machine gm and artillery fire 
and in that manner destroyed all airplanes. 
Q Did you see any Aterican prisoners of war at that time? 
A Yess 
Q Tell what happened. 
A Seven, eignt, or possibly trelve prisoners of war cams to- 
wards me along the road. They dropped their arms and were sent to 
the rear by us. No guard was sent along, since a continuous convoy 
was right behind us along the road. 
Q What time of the day was that? 
Tt was about nine or 9:30. 
On the 17th of Dgcembor? 
Yes. 
Did you receive artillery fire at that tins? 
At that tims we didn't get any yot. 
Did you see any civilians at that tim? 
Yes. Only after that we attacked the town. 
What wore the civilians doing? 
They2were firing from windows rather regulerly. 
Did you go into Beullingen? 
Yos. 
About: what tims? 
About nine-thir ty. 
Did you see any prisoners of war in Beullingen? 
Yess 


What happened? 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
4 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


About sixty priscuere of war collected in one point, in my 
opinion. I ordered Capt. Diefenthal to seo to it that these prison- 
ers wore sent +o thes rear in American trucks whioh were also stand- 

ing arowd there, so that the prisoners end the trucks would be put ina 


safe place at the same tim. 
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Q What happened next? 

A We captured an American fuel dump and refueled and as 
rapidly as possible. Amsrican soldiers were working in that fuel 
dump also and they were of great help refueling. 

Q Will you indicate on the map,Prosecution's Exhibit P-3, 
just where that happened? 

A The prisoners collected themselves up here in the northern 
part of Beullingen, exactly at the place where the church is marked 
there. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Cole Dwinnel): Let the record show 
that the witness is pointing to a symbol indicating a church about 
the center of the town of Buellingen on Proseoution's Map Exhibit P-3. 

4 Tho fuel dump proper was located at the road leading to 
Buetenbach about here. (Indicating) « 

Q About how many kilometers is that point from the church 
that you have previously indicated. 

A About five to eight hundred mters. 

Q And in what direotion from ths church? 

A Vest, southwest. At that time the Amrican artillery pro~ 
ceeded to put the torn wmder heavy fire which speeded up our very rep id 
movements even more. The vehicles left Buellingen at full speed in 
the order in which they had refueled and left the town along this road 
here. (Indicating). 


Q &re you indicating the road leaving the tom going in a 


southwest direction? 


4 Yese 
Q What happenod next? 
A At this fork, this road forked here, I ordered a short break 


in order to see to it-- in order to make it poses lay that the colum 
which had been broken’ ‘up would “olose up agains mf 


% 
° 
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About how many kilometers is that point from Beullingen? 
About three kilomters. 


Did you see any Amerioan vehioles at that time? 
Yes 
What did you do about that? 
A At this very road fork one or two A,e@rican ambulances 
came down from the road north. They wore sent back along this road 


which we had com from without delay. 


Q What did you do next? 


A The driver of the point vehicle, lst Lt. Preuss, at that 


point lost contact with the rest of the colum for the reason that he 
continued along the road whion I had originally ordered him to go 
aiong, namely southwest. But since down here in the next towm there 
was one othor bridge and those yere partioular--points of partioular 
denger for us, I decided at this road fork to choose thse road into 
Bodersohaid ,by way of the forest, inatead, particularly since this 
resulted in time saving and vas a short out and also took us away 


from an wmexpeoted direction. 
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Q Did you see any prisoners of war at that time? 

A I did not see any individual prisoners of war but 
I did see a large number of American vehicles. 

Q Where did you go next? 

A From Moderscheid we went on to Schoppen; from Schoppen 
on to Ondenval, 

Q At Schoppen, or anywhere in the vicinity of Schoppen, 
did you see any American vehicles? 

A Yes, all along the road the American vehicles kept 
continuing joining our column, 

Q You say you went to Ondenval; where did you go after 
that? 

To Thirimont. 


What time and what date was that? 


Were you alone at this time? 


A 
Q 
A .That was on the 18th at about 12 O'clock, 
Q 
A 


I have already stated previously that I was by myself 
and my whole Command Group was not with me, I, myself, was riding 
on the vehicle of Diefenthal most of the time, part of the time 
also on Postschke's tank, 

Who was leading the spearhead at this time? 

You mean the first vehicle? 

Yes. 

I can't say. 


You say you were alone; who was commanding the main 


A Major Poetschke was the Commander of the point group 
mentioned previously. 

Q Where did you next. go?, Hara 

A I left, Diefenthal's vehicle for a short time betrieen 


Ondenval and Thirimont because a jeep was standing along the 


1927 
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P2 road there with a driver next to it and, since I had nothing to 
do at the moment and was very much interested in a tactical 
situation around Malmedy, I questioned the driver about this 
briefly. The man had had orders to repair a telephone line 
along our road and was able to tell me that the American troops 
had given up Malmedy and were retreating in a westerly and south- 
westerly direction. 
Q Vhere were you at that moment? 
A Between Ondenval and other points about here, 

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinell): Let the record 
show that the witness is pointing to a road at a point about 
half-way between Ondenval and Thirimont, on the map, Prosecution's 
Exhibit P-3. 

Q What were the combat conditions at the point that you 
have just described east of Thirimont? 

A There was no combat going on. 

Q Do you know what your tanks were doing at that time? 

A At about that time I suddenly heard my cannons and 
machine guns open fire, I, therefore, realized that the point had 
hit the main road from Malmedy to Petit Thier and, since at that 


moment I was completely alone with the jeep driver, I drove off 


Oa ERS 


to the point in the jeep. The column behind me was detached since 


Seu 


the piece of road between this road fork and LModerscheid was 
exceptionally difficult. About here, at this point, I met my 
armored spearhead. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinnel): Let the record 
indicate that the witness pointed to a road ahout a kilometer east 
of the town of Beugnez, 

‘ A About five tanks and about the same number of half tracks 
were standing in front of me and they were shooting with all weapons 
at ‘their disposal in a southwesterly direction at the road over 


here, at a range of about 500 meters, e ° ® 


‘ 1928 
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Q Are you indicating the road fired upon as being the 
road leading south from the Malmedy Cross Roads? 

A Yes. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinell): On map, Prosecution's 
Exhibit P-3, 

A At that time I, myself, saw an American truck convoy. 

Q What time was that? 

A It might have been 1300 hours and it might have also been 
1330 hours, 

Q Is this still the 17th of December? 

A Yes. This column attempted to break dovm in a southerly 
direction at great speed, as I saw the first vehicle of the convoy 
disappear behind this curve here going south and the last vehicles 
I saw at the Cross Roads, but there might also have been more there. 

Q Did you get into communication with your Headquarters at 
that time? 

A At first I called -- I gave an order to cease fire 
several times, since I was annoyed at having my armored spearhead 
held up, in view of the fact that they had lost so much time already. 
Furthermore, I was annoyed at having these beautiful trucks, which 
we needed so badly, all shot up. It might have taken about two more 
minutes until I was understood everywhere. I, thereupon, loudly 
ordered them to continue to drive on at a great speed. I then 
mounted the vehicle of Major Poetschke and ordered him to send a 
radio message to the Division, since for the reason given before, 

I did not have any means of communication of my owm and he was to 
report that, No, 1, the enemy was leaving Malmedy and was retreating 
toward the south and southwest, and that we had reached the main 
road south of Malmedy. 


SQ ins What did you do next? 
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A I then mounted Diefenthal's vehicle and followed the 
vehicles which had already proceeded to move towards the Cross 
Roads, 

Q Did you stop again? 

A This road here between the Cross Roads at the beginning 
of the forest was pretty well blocked by the American vehicles, 

Q Are you pointing to the road leading south from the 
Malmedy Cross Roads? 

A Yes. And a panther was right in front of me and it 
was pushing the shot American vehicles into the ditches by moving 
to the left and the right alternately. I, myself, with the 
vehicles followed at a speed no faster than walking. At that 
time I saw a large number of Americans. 

Did you stop? 

Not at the’ Cross Roads — no. 
Did you stop at any other place? 
Yes. 

Q Indicate on the map just where you stopped with 
reference to the Cross Roads? 

A At the point where the road disappears in the forest. 

Q How far south of the Cross Roads is that point? 

A About 500 meters on the ground, 

Q Do you Imow what was taking place at the Malmedy Cross 
Roads at the time you passed and the time you stopped? 

A I already mentioned that I saw a large number of 
American soldiers at the time, 40 or 60 according to my estimate. 
Some of then were standing in the road already; some of then were 


lying in the ditch; and the great majority of them were lying on 


the west side of the road in the open area, 


Q What time. of day did this happen? 


J 
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A About 1330, according to my recollection. 

Q What else happened? 

A Some of the American soldiers played dead; some of 
them slowly crept towards the woods; some of them suddenly 
jumped up and ran toward the forest and sone of then came towards 
the road. Grenadiers which were in the half tracks driving behind 
me fired on those which carried rifles and were running towards 
the forest. 

Q Were these soldiers that you're referring to -- these 
American soldiers you're referring to -- prisoners of war? 

A At that moment, no, 

Q Did you give any orders to any American soldiers who 
were standing or walking in that vicinity? 

A I motioned to those soldiers with my thumb for then 
to go back and it's possible that I told them in Inglish, too, / 

Q Did you see Diefenthal there at that time? 

A Yes, we were in the same vehicle. 

Q What did he do? 

A According to my recollection Diefenthal motioned with 
his hands to the half tracks behind them in order to make them 
speed up, because the many trucks which were standing around here 
represented quite an attraction to our men, 

Q Did you see Poetschke there? 

A No. 

Q Did you see Poetschke at any time before that? 

A I saw Poetschke a short time before the road crossing 


where I gave him the order to send the radio message and I cannot 


state with certainty whether he was in my vicinity at the point 


which we just mentioned, 


oe EPR 53 iboats es tise 


Qe How long were you at that point ‘south of the’ Crous Roads? 


a 
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A In my estimate about two or three minutes, I renenber 


that Diefenthal's driver asked for permission to fill up the oil. 


The reason that I had stopped in the first place was as I didn't 


see any vehicle in front of me any more and that I had the 
impression that I was the first vehicle and, since I knew with 
certainty that we would meet resistance in Ligneville, I had no 
desire to be the first one to enter Ligneville since I rather not 
considered that to be my mission. I motioned to my rear and three 
half tracks and the tank of First Lieutenant Fischer, the Adjutant 
of the First Battalion, passed me by. They continued towards 
Ligneville at great speed and I attached myself to their heels, 

Q In the vicinity of the Malmedy Cross Roads did you see 
any prisoners of war shot? : 

A No, 

Q At that time were there any American forces nearby? 

A Yes, I just received information that the Americans 
were withdrawing from Malmedy in a westerly and southwesterly 
direction and it was clear to me that I was on one of their main 
routes of retreat. 

Q Did you secure the corner at the Malmedy Cross Roads? 

A I, myself, did not do this but I am convinced that that 
was done by Poetschke because tactically that went without saying. 

Q Was the Infantry supposed to be following you at that 
time? 

A At that time I was convinced that there would be one 
continuous convoy of marching troops behind us for 30 to 40 
kilometers. 


Q You heard the witness Assenmacher testify in this 


NAS TARR 








Q Did you hear him say that Diefenthal got out of his SPV 


at the Cross Roads? 


Yes.* 


A 
Q Did you see Diefenthal do that? 
A 


No. 

Q Whose vehicle were you in at the time you were at that 
point south of the Cross Roads? 

A In Diefenthal's vehicle. 

Q Was Diefenthal in the vehicle? 

A Yes, 

Q What was he doing at that time in addition to signaling 
his troops from the rear? 

A Both of us oriented ourselves briefly about the locality 
near Ligneville by means of a lamp, Ligneville had another bridge 
and these represented points of particular danger to us and it was 
therefore necessary to prepare some by-passing routes in advance. 

Q Was there a possibility of an air attack at that time? 

Yes. 

What duties did Assenmacher have with Diefenthal? 

He was radio operator, 

And when the vehicle stopped, what did he do? 

I personally can't testify as to that. From fhat I heard 
from him here he got out. 

Q Have you heard him testify in this case that you gave hin. 
permission to leave the tank for three‘minutes to make loot? 

A Yes, 

Q ‘Is that so? 

A It's possible that he asked me whether he could get out 
for a minute, That is necessary for radio operators at times too, 
and that I gave hin permission to do that ‘at the time. iE 


naa Do’, you; know‘actually what he did? . 
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A I don't mow; I don't remenber. I do remember that 
about 50 meters away from the place we were off the road there 
were several American soldiers who played dead and that either 
Assennacher or some other soldier told these soldiers to get up. 
I also remember that one or two of them were dead and I should 
like to mention at this point that the concentrated fire of my 
spearhead which amounts to a total of 25 machine guns and 5 cannons 
mist necessarily have caused a lot of casualities when fired at a 
range as close as 500 yards. 

Q What was Diefenthal wearing at that time? 

A A yellow fur jacket. 


Did you see anyone else there with a yellow fur jacket 


I cannot state with certainty. 

Where did you go then? 

We drove into Ligneville at a great speed. 

Describe the situation at Ligneville? 

Just upon entering town I suddenly saw in front of me 
the vehicle of Lt. Fischer. That vehicle had been set afire. I 
therefore stopped about 50 yards from that vehicle and recognized 
a Sherman about 80 meters to my right. He was just about to aim 
his cannon at my vehicle. I thereupon ordered the driver of 
Diefenthal's vehicle to pull the vehicle back at once, which he 
did, whereupon we remained at a protected corner of a house, 
Another half track which followed us passed us by and was Imocked 
out at that moment. I, myself, took a rocket-lavncHer and ran into 
the house in order to attempt to Imock out the Sherman from the 
rear window but it was. knocked out at that very moment by another 
tank. 


diosa * What timo ‘aid this happen? 


cA “Tn my woninion a fen, minutes before 4400. 


1934 
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Q Was Diefenthal there at that time? 


A I then ordered Diefenthal to clean out the town with 


his Grenadier Troops, 





Did you see Poetschke there at that time? 
No, 
Do you know where he was at that timo? 

A I remained there to that point epproximetely 45 minutes 
according to my estimate, It was vary unpleasant there because we 
couldn't move from the spot where we were ‘decause burning ammunition 
was exploding all around us, In the meantime some men who were burn- 
ing had been saved by us and I aleo bandaged the Adjutant of the let 
Battalion, Lieutenant Fischer, who had suffered Severe burns on the 
face und hands, After about 45 minutes had elepsed Poetschke arrived 
at that place on foot. 

Q «Did he tell you where he had been? 

A No. He mprely reprimanded his Adjutant because he was 
wounded, beceuse he had no business out front. At the same tize 
Diefenthal who came up to me and reported to me that the vehicle was 
completely under his control. I was also informed that a high echelon 
Aueet ser OP had been located in the hotel kere which according to the 
testimony of the innkeeper of the restaurant already had been disturbed 
at their dinner. A strong tank column was also supposed to be immed= 
dately toward our front. 

Q Did you see any prisoners of war in Engeledorf? 

a Yes, I saw several and I think that they remained behind 
with our wounded. 

Q Did you see any American prisoners of war shot in Engelsdorf? 

A No. 

q Were there any other SS Troops besides your spearhead in 
Engeledorf at that time? 

A No. 

.Q i What did you do next? : 
“AS abs that, tae a change 4n the order. of. march of the spearhead 


° 


resulted and the lst Panzer Company which had been further ‘towards’ tho « 
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rear until then toolc over the spearhead and we continued on in the 
general direction of Stavelot. 

Q When did you reach Stavelot? 

A In my estimate we reached Stavelot about twenty or twenty- 
one hundred hours. 

Q What happened then? 

A I had at once attempted to take the town in one rapid 
attack. That, however, pfoved impossible because all our Infantry 
Troop which were available were not strong enough and becauce the 
tenke had no chance to come into action along the street. The terrain 
was extra ordinarily unfevorable, slopped down very much towards the 
left, and a hair pin curve was right outside of town so that everybody 


passing by this curve was knocked out by severel American tanks and 


‘tank destroyers which were, located behind road blocks at the edge of 


town. My own attacking Infantry remained at that edge of town and 
suffered severe casualties and had to dig in. 

Q What officers of the spearhead were with you at that time? 

A At that time the following were with me Poetschke, Captain 
Diefenthal, Captain Nueske, Captain Gruhle end an officer from the 
group of Skorozeny met me there too. 

Q Did you enter the town of Stavelot? 

A Yes, we took Stavelot in the morning of the next day, the 
16th thet is. 

Q That 18.18 December 19447 

A Yes. 

Q Did you aaa any civilians in Stavelot? 

A When we penstrated Stavelot too many civilians shot at us 
from the windows and openings in the roofs. Tho only goul that I was 


looking for was the bridge near Trois Ponts. I thorefore had no tine 


to spend on, thoge civilians and I continued'driving on although I knew 


e 


‘that the resistance in this town hod not been decisively, broken. 
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Did you have any wounded with you? 

I had quite a number wounded in Stavelot. 

What did you do with then? 

I bad an aid station for wounded established in Stavelot 
and had it marked. 

Q Did you have any officers wounded? 

A lst Lt. Hremeer, CO of the lst Company and lst Lt Tomhardt, 
the Commander of the 11th Panzer Gr. Oo. were left behind there 
wounded, 

Q Did you converse with anybody about what later happened 
to Tomhardt and Kremser? 

A Yes. 

Q What was said and by whom? 

A I received already reports from Eremser and from Tomhardt 
and from other means whose names I cannot give at the moment. There 
is one more whose name I can give, that is Tech. Sgt. Hendel. 

Q What did they report to you? 

A Shortly after we left town some Belgian-civilians came and 
severely mistreated our wounded, poured hot water over wen in many 
cases and shot into the wall with pistols over the heed of the 
wounded constantly. Ist Lt Kremser was wounded a second time because 
of this. Further lst Lt Kremser received one wound from a knife from 
a civilian. let Lt Tomhardt and several others were able to escape 
from town secretly and gain liberation, In the meantime violent 
resistance had been reoponed in town consisting of newly arrived 
American soldiers and civilians. With the hslp of a few tanks of 
mine which followed behind some Infantry we succeeded in the counter 
attack to get our wounded nut. 


Q Then where did you go? 


A © We drove on towards Trois Ponts from Stavelot at a great 


speed. 


‘+ 
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Did you see a bridge at Trois Ponts? 


Yes, there is a reilroad bridge there and a bridge across 


Were there any prisonors of war shot at Stavelot that you 
know of? 

A No. 

Did you see any prisoners of war in Trois Ponts? 

Yes, 

What happened? 

We were standing below the railroad bridge and received 
rather severe Infantry fire from the bridge across the river further 
down, At that time seven, ten or possibly twelve prisoners of war 
were brought over to me. Ono of them told me that he belonged to an 
American Engineer Bn. and that they were ordered tot stop our advance 
by demolition. I, myself, sent 6hem on back without guards particular- 
ly for the reason that a connected convoy was driving behind me, 

Q Did you see von Westerhagen at that time? 
A Yes, shortly after we continued on our way after leaving 
Trois Ponts von Westerhagen arrived, 

Did you have any conversation with him? 

Yes. 

What was said? 

I asked him what the situation in his battalion was and 
about his casualties. Among other things he told me in this confer- 
ence that a mix-up had happened at Lignouville and that a rather large 
number of prisoners had been shot there. He did not kuow any details 
nor who had given the order to do that. 

Q What unit does he command? 


A -He was, the commander. of my 2nd Panzer Bn., the heavy Tiger 


Detachment 501. - 
Q° Was this the first time that you have heard of the incident 
he spoke atout? 
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A Yes. 

Q Did he tell you that he had his information on reports 
from some people? 

A No, he said he had passed by there. 

Q Had ho talked to anybody about it? 

A Our conversation about this matter was not as comprehensive 
as all that because the importanceof technical problems would not 
permit that. He did not speal about any detaila either, 

Q Were there any attacks of the 501 Heavy Group through Trois 
Ponts later on? 

A Yes, 

Q Was there any artillery there? 

A Yes, about two batteries of the battalion assigned to me 
drove through Trois Ponts. 

Q Was there any anti-aircraft there? 

A Yes, a whole Triple A Bn, 

Q You spoke of a blown up bridge, Did that impede your 
progress in any way? 

A Yes, my road of aétance from Trois Ponts on west could not 
be maintained and I had to find another crossing somewhere, 

Q What did you do then? 

A I decided to take the route by way of Le Gleize to cross 
the Ambleve southwest of La Gleize in order to get back on to the 
main road in the southwest. 

On what date was that? 

That was on the 18th. 

Did you move to La Gleize? 

Yes. 

Were there any American forces there? 
‘To, La Gleize wasn't takkon! ote 


Did you pass through the. town? 
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Yes. 

Did you see any Belgian civilians. there at that time? 

No; they were all hiding in the cellars. 

Did you see any Belgien civilians in any part of the city? 

I don't remember any. 

Then did you come to another bridge? 

Yes, we left La Gleize in tho southwest direction and came 
to the bridge across the Ambleve, which I have mentioned. 

Q What heppened there? 

A We saw come persons rushing around the bridge, and since 
we had to expect that this bridge too would be blow right in front 
of our noses, the point stopped and opened fire, 

Q Who gave the order to fire? 

4A Hobody gave the order. That was the natural reaction. 

Q Do you know why they fired? 

A I have already said that it had to be expected that this 
bridge would be blown. 

Q How far away from the bridge was the tank that fired? 

A About 400 meters. 

Q How far away were you when this tank fired? 

A About 450 meters. 

Q Could the people at the bridge, or the persons at the 
bridges be recognized? 

A If one had had time to do that,certainly. But in this 
instance it was a reaction whichtook seconds only. 

What wae tho visibility? 
It was satiofactory. 


By vhat means of transportation did you arrive at the bridge? 


On a bicycle, fe ; 


Where did you'next otic oats ie 
ios b J ° oF mn es | 


On the other side of the bridge my column was attacked by a 


poe est easy Weer fie ree 
pa ls USN Seal = 


(Peiper - Direct) 1941 





heavy Awerican air raid, 

Q And then what happened? 

A The street on the other side takes a sharp curve and goes 
up to Cheneux and the tank at the point was blown to pieces by a 
direct hit from a bomb right there. It was therefore nct possible to 
pass by this tank for a while. We made desperate attempts to pull 
it back towards the rear but nevertheless lost at least two and a half 
hours. I then ordered Diefenthal to proceed at once in the same 
direction at a great speed to reach the main road and to prevent by 
all means the blowing of the next bridge which was near Veucy. 

Q While you were in La Gleize did you see any prisonors of 
No. 
You say you proceeded to Ohoneux. About what date was that? 
That was about 1600 hours. 
On what date? 
On the 18 December 1944, 
Did you pass through Oheneux? 
Yes. 
Were there any American forces there? 
No, there was no enemy in Cheneux. 


Upon what vehicle were you riding at that time? 





> © > ©& &F © F&F © Fr OF 


At the bridge near Cheneux I was reached for the first time 
by my command group and I mounted a radio vehicle of this group and 
I received a report of all radio messages that had come in from my 
communications officer which, of course, had not reached me before 
then, 

Q Have you heard Goediuke's testimony in this case by way of 
a writton statement, Prosedution's exhibit P-92, page 1222 of the 


record, to the effect ‘Kipp gave his troops the order to shoot prison- 


Ts of vat on, ‘the 18th Becenter in*La Gleize? ° 
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g Have you heard Richter say by a written statement, Pros- 
ecution's exhibit 93, page 1227 of the record, that on the afternoon 
of 18 December some ten or fifteen prisoners of war were killed in 
front of a church in La Gleize? 

A Yes. 

Q Have you heard Gebauer give evidence by way of a written 
statement, Prosecution's exhibit 94, page 1233 of the record, that 
they shot prisoners of war betweon seven and eight o'clock p.m, on 
18 December before they enterod Cheneux? 

A Yes. 

Q Did that happen? 

A I consider it impossible. 

Q Why is it impossible? 


A Because there weren't any American soldiers at all at 





that time in those villages, 
Q What happened next--I withdraw the question, 
If COL DWINELL: This will be a good place to stop. 
LAW MEMBER: ‘That's fine. 


PRESIDENT: There will be a recess until 1530 hours, 


(Whereupon at 1500 hours the Court took a recess.) 


Sr iad i ela aaa 





Tk #230 
6/21-SR-1 


(Whereupon Court reconvened at 1530 hours.) 


PRESIDENT: Take seats. Court will come to 


PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record 
show that all the members of the Court, all the members of 
the Prosecution, with the exception of Lieutenant Colonel 
Crawford ,and Captain Shumacker, who are absent on business 
of the Prosecution, and Captain Byrne, who has been excused 
by verbal orders of the Commanding General, all the members 
of the Defense, all the defendants and the reporter are 
present. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Defense recalls the accused 
former Colonel Joachim Peiper. 

JOACHIM PEIPER, one of the accused, resumed the stand 
and testified further through an interpreter as follows: 

(Vnereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings 
wore interpreted to the German counsel and the mouuseds) 

DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued) 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE COUNSEL (LT. COL. DNINELL): 

Q You have testified that you have passed through 
the village of Cheneux. What happened next? 

A After darkness fell we again reached the main 
road which we had planned to continue on from Trois Ponts 
and just outside of Veucy another bridge was blom before 
our noses. 

Q What did you then do? 


A I then ordered Captain Diefenthal to start tio 


‘combat bridge, reconnaiasance patrols, namely, ‘one north, of 


“the main road; the other one south. The patrol south of the 


road found only one small bridge and got into Berbomont. The 


reconnaissance patrol on the north side of the road commanded 


13944 
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by lst Lieutenant Preuss was trapped in ambush by American 
troops on the other side of the river and only the leader 
of the patrol himself came back in his car. The capacity 
of the bridge which he had used was not high enough for our 
heavy vehicles. I therefore had to decide to turn the whole 
column around in order to proceed west on the road located 
further north near LaGleize and Stoumont, my plans being to 
re-cross the Ambleve Bridge west of Stoumont and thus finally 
being able to reach my main road again. I arrived in LaGleize 
for the second time about midnight. ; 
Q What date was that? 
A That was midnight between the 18th or 19th of 
December 'h). 
Q What did you do then? 
A I-immediately proceeded to reconnoiter Szoumont. 
The results of the reconnaissance were that ‘heavy enemy con- 
centrations were in Stoumont. Upon that I planned and prepared 
an attack on the town of Stoumont the early morning hours of 
the 19th. 
Q Did you attack Stoumont? 
Yes. 
Did you take the village? 
Yes. 
Did you see any American prisoners there? 
Yes. 
tone how many? 
A Contrary to my first plan I was not able to attack 
“Stoumont at dam because there was a heavy fog." The attack 


began ‘at,nine o'clock. ‘The terrain was very unfavorable. I 
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dominating positions, a large number of anti-tank guns and 
tanks also. The attack itself was studded with severe 
crises and in one of these crises the tanks of the Battalion 
Poetschke attacking on the right flank proceeded to my back 
so I gave Poetschke the order to take a hand in there at once. 
Poetschke himself left his tank, took ahold of a rocket launcher, 
went over to every tank and threatened every commander to shoot 
him dow at once if he would go back one more meter. In that 
manner the backward movement on this flank was stopped, while 
at the same time I myself organized everything that was lying 
in the ditch, including the Company Rumpf, f or an attack on 
the tom which nade the decision. About thirty prisoners of 
war were brought back from the main enemy line of defense 
which continued around the edge of tom. Upon that I gave the 
order to send them on to LaGleize at once. 
Q You heard the statement given in evidence by 
Motzheim, written statement Prosecution Exhibit P-67 read in 


evidence on page 88) of the Record? 


A Yes. 
I will read from the statement: (Reading) 


On the morning of December 19, 194), a few 
hundred meters before Stoumont, after my vehicle 
had been knocked out, I was stopped by Obersturm- 
bannfuehrer PEIFER who was standing with Hauptsturm- 
fuehrer DIEFENTHAL near an SF. Hauptscharfuehrer 
THIELE was also with his SPW in the immediate 
vicinity. Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIFER questioned me 
about the outcome of the attack. During this time a 
group of 50 to 80 American prisoners of war passed by 
and the German guard asked Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER 
what should be done with the prisoners. Obersturm- 
bannfuehrer PEIPER ariswered, 'First of all, take them 
to ‘LA GLEIZE, then wetil see: further,! 4 tg 

. ° a ® 


Did all that happen? t i 
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In the main all that happened, yes. 
What part of that did not happen?! 

A I ordereti Notzheim, who had been knocked out there, 
to immediately proceed to attack as infantry since all that 
happened at a moment which I have previously described as a ; 
crisis, The number of prisoners I myself do not estimate as 
being highs 

Q I will read further from the statement of Motzheims 
(Reading )= 

"hen I told Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER that I had 
been knocked out, he gave me the order to fight with my 
crew as Infantry. However, a little later on the same 
morning I received the order to drive to LA GLEIZE with 
three K.W.K.'s which needed repair, I arrived in LA 

GLEIZE between 10 and 11, o'clock of the same morning, 

when I met PEIPER, who was-standing with Sturmbann- 

fuehrer KNITIEL, Kommandeur of the A.A. (‘Translator's 
note: CO of Reconnaissance Battalion) and Sturmbannfuehrer- 

POETSCHKE, Kommandeur of the 1st Panzer Abteilung (Trans- 

lator's note: The First Tank Battalion). PEIPER called me 

over and asked what I was doing in LA GLEIZE, since I had 
received the order from him to fight as infantry. Just as 

I was standing there, Sturmbannfuehrer POETSCHKE said to 

Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER: 


‘Obersturmbannfushrer, here are tvo more prisoners 
of war.! 


PEIPER answered in an indifferent and disdainful manner: 
‘As usual.! 

Did that happen? 

A Nos 

Q What did happen? 

A It is rather unusual for a high ranking officer 
to personally bother with prisoners of war and it is even more 
unusual for a major to come up to ms with two prisoners of war 


and ask me what is to be done with them. The words. quoted here 


® 


- are unknomm tome. Furthermore, the times do not Jjite. I was 
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in LaGleize at about 12:30 with Poetschke and Knittel since 
at the time mentioned here I was definitely still occupied 
with the attack on Stoumont. 

Q I will read the next paragraph of the same state- 
ment. (Reading): 

"From Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER's answer, I 
concluded that both prisoners of war would be bumped 

off. The reason I thought so at that time was because 

my company commander had told me that we would not take 

any prisoners of war, I myself had shot an American, and 

I had seen a great number of dead Anerican soldiers lying 

in the field before ENGELSDORF. As I was standing at 

this spot, I overheard Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER and 

Sturmbannfuehrer KNITIEL discussing an assignment of a 

mission which KNITTEL had received from PEIPER, but I did 

not understand the exact details of the mission." 
Did that happen? 

A As far as the conclusion of Sergeant Motzheim con- 
cerning the treatment of prisoners of war is concerned'I cannot 
state anything. As to the conference with Knittel, that happened 
at LaGleize at about 12:30. 

Q What was that conference about? 

A Knittel reported at this time that only about two- 
thirds of the battalion had arrived in LaGleize and that the 
rest of it was lost somewhere towards the rear because the 
enemy had completely taken Stavelot again and that his vehicle 
situation would not continue in a westerly direction any longer. 
I then ordered him to turn around at once, to clean up Stavelot 
and to ascertain whether our main route of supply which went 
through Stavelot would be secure. Knittel asked me to make 
some tanks available to him for this undertaking but I could 


not do that and I had to send him away rather annoyedly at 


_ the time because that was not a.very nice mission for hime 


At that.time :the ‘commander’ of the 2nd Battalion ‘of, the Panzer 
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Grenadier Regiment reported to me. Captain Schnelle, who had 
just passed through Szavelot made reports about the situation 
there to me and put his battalion under me. 

Q Did you take the tow of Stoumont? 

A Yes. 

Q About what time? 

A Stoumont was taken at 11 o'clock on the 19th of 
December. 


Q Have you heard the statement of Werner in evidence 


s% in this case, written statement Prosecution Exhibit 103 which 


was read in evidence on page 13487 

A Yes. 

Q Wherein he says that on the morning of the 19th at 
seven A.M. his tank entered Stoumont and that prisoners of war 
were shot at that time? Did that happen? 

A No. 

Q What did happen? 

A At that time it was barely damm at seven o'clock, 
I already described that after daym a heavy fog prevented me 
from attacking and that I did not start to jump off on the 
attack before nine o'clock and it is therefore impossible that 
our om troops shot American prisoners of war in Stoumont at 
seven o'clock. 

Q Did you pass through the main road of the Villabe 
of Stoumont? 

A Yas. 


Q Have you heard the statement in evidence of Szyperski 


in this case Prosecution ‘Exhibit += "on page 1339 of the Record —~ 


A Yes. ne f 
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Q ——- wherein he says that his tank entered 
Stoumont between 7 and 8 A.M. on the 19th of December 
and that prisoners of war were shot at that time. Did that 
happen? 

A For the reasons previously stated it couldn't 
happen cithere 

Q You have heard the written statement of 
Wikolaschek, written statement Prosecution Exhibit P-100 
and on page 1311 of the Record -- 

A Yes. 

Q — wherein he says that his tank entered S;,oumont 
between 7 and 8 A.M. on the 19th of Dgcember and that 
prisoners of war were shot at that tims? Did that happen? 

A That too could not have happened for the reasons 
given previously. 

Q You have heard the statement of Ritzer, written 
statement Prosecution Exhibit P-99 on page 1305 of the Record —= 

A Yebe 

Q — wherein he testified to the same things that 
have just been said by Szyperski and Mikolaschek? 

A Yess 

Q Did that happen? 

A The same thing applies to this testimony. 

Q You have heard the witness Landfried testify in 
this case? 


A Yes. 
Q Did you hear him testify that on the 19th of 


December you were in S,oumont around noon, that he saw you 


. Near a house and that the accused” Hillig: stood in front of 
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you, apparently in conversation with you, and that Hillig 


thereafter took a prisoner of war in the field and shot 


him? That testimony is on mge 136 of the Record. You 


heard that testimony? 
A Yes. 





jess 


Q Have you heard the testimony of the witness Ebeling to 
the same effect? It's on page 1367 of the record. 

A Yes, 

Q Have you heard the accused Hillig!s statement read in 
evidence in this case -- Prosecution's Exhibit 105, on page 1375 
of the record -- wherein he said that he received orders from you 
in Stoumont, as testified to by Landfried and Ebeling, and that 
Hillig shot a prisoner of war? Did that happen? 

A No. 

Q Exactly what did happen? 

A After the first prisoners were brought back from the enemy 
line of resistance -~ as I have mentioned -- and my attacking 
infantry had disappeared in the town, I, myself, drove into tom 

promptly with a jeep. Since violent firing was still going on, on 
that front, I stopped at the first house on the lefthand side. An 
American anti-tank gun was standing next to that house, as was a 
* Imocked out and burning panther, so I assumed that the clearing of 
the tom would take awhile yet. I planned to establish a message 
center in this house at first. Some of the officers of my staff, 
as well as Poatschke, Westerhagen and Neuske arrived at my place, 
as did my communications officer. At that time I saw an American 
medic standing at the house, leaning against ‘the door. Since 
there were some American wounded and dead still lying around the 
area, and since the vicinity did not appear to be very secure, I 
motioned the medic to come over and asked him a few questions, 
the subject of which was whether there were any more Americans in 
the house or in the houses in the vicinity. That was not an 
interrogation but a measure of security, A rather large nusber 
of civilians flooded out of the houses at the same time. They 
were gesturing wildly and approaching me’. .I gathered from the 
confusion of voices that they wanted to, go back into the tom in 


« 
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order to milk their cows, I chased them back and made myself 
understood to them that that certainly was somewhat too early now. 
And I ordered my adjutant to see to it that after the combat situa- 
tion had ebbed down somewhat that all civilians would be taken to 
the church, At the same time I ordered that the medic would be 
taken to the aid station, since we could use him, and I then went 
to an American anti-aircraft position which was quite near the 

house in order‘to determine whether these weapons were still of use. 
A severe artillery barrage started, vhen I returned, which forced m 
to take cover. In that case that meant that I jumped into the house, 
from the rear, but since the hits were very close I got out again, 
lay by the window on the other side. I mst my adjutant and som 
men there who were taking cover there, and I ordered my adjutant to 
establish a C.P, at a distance from that point, since the artillery 
was zero'd in too well at that point. Then, together with Major 
Poetachke I got into his jeep and drove through Stoumont, met Capt. 
Diefenthal on the western edge of tovm and ordered him to follow 
the escaping enemy at once and to see to it that all the vehicles 
would not stop under any conditions but rather increase their speed. 

Q The accused Sprenger gave evidence in this case by way of 
a written statement. Did you hear that statement read in evidence? 

A Yes. \ 

Q That statement is Prosecution Exhibit No. 4, on page 681 
of the record, wherein he says that Siegers - the accused Sievers - 
killed the prisoners of war at Soumont. Do you know anything about 
that? 

A No, I don't know anything about that. 

Q What did you next do? 

A T'then followed the attacking point with Poetachke, and 
met them again at about the railroad station of, Stoumont, The 
Stoumont railroad station ds located several kilomters west of the 
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town proper. There I got out of the vehicle and walked to the 
first tank. That tank was standing right behind a sharp right-' 
hand turn which was under severe American anti-tank fire. On the 
right, that is, on the North end of the woods, more enemy infantry 
was located and a lot of firing was done. There I met Diefenthal 
and 1st Lt. Christ, the Commander of the 2nd Panzer Company, in 
the ditch and we had a short conference about the situation, with 
amap. By that time it had become quite definite that due to our 
fuel situation we would no longer be able to attack further. I 
therefore had to abandon my intention to capture the next bridge, 
and therefore ordered to hold the position which we had achieved 
until further notice. 

Q Did you return to Stoumont? 

A Yes. I then returned with Poetschke and stayed in my 
c.P. for a very short time. 

Q About what time was that? 

A That was about 12:00 o!clock. The C.P. had in the mean- 
time been established by my adjutant in the big castle located 
between Stoumont and LaGleize. 

Q Was that on the 19th of December? 

A Yes. ; 

Q At any time on the 19th of December wore prisoners of 
war shot in Stoumont? 

A I never heard anything of it, and in Stoumont itself I 
saw hardly one dead Americen. i 

Q You say you went to your Command Post located between 
Stoumont and LaGleize? What did you do next? 

A I ordered the C.P. to be taken out of the castle and to 
be removed to a small house located directly on the road Stoumont 
-to LaGleize, since wounded were already, lying in the castle and - 


° ° 
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since I had no intention to establish my C.P. under the flag of the 
Red Cross. Then I continued to drive on to LaGleize with Major 
Poetschke, after ascertaining whether any radio message had come in, 

Q At that time did you meet the Commanding Officer of the 
2nd Battalion in the 2nd Regiment? 

A Yes. 

Q Is that the Capt. Schnelle you referred to before? 

A Yes. 

Q Then what happened? 

A I returned to my CoP. and worked out some plans of defense 
of Stoumont, LaGleize and Cheneux. In course of that, I put Major 
Poetschke in charge of Stoumont, Lt. Col. Westerhagen in charge of 
LaGleize, and temporarily Major Wolff of the anti-aircraft battalion 
in Cheneux. 

Q What was the situation in Stavelot at that time? 

A I had not received any message that made sense from Stavelot 
at that time, but was of the opinion that troops which were following 
us should not have any trouble to break that resistance, particularly 
since a panther of the lst Battalion arrived in the course of the 
afternoon, which was manried only by a driver, because the whole crew 


had become casualties. This man also reported about the conditions 





in Stavelot to ms. He said that he had gotten out several times, had 
foughi his way through with a machine pistol, but otherwise it was 
still possible to get through. 


Q Now, what happened on the next day, the 20th of December? 


A On the 20th, the conditions became much more strained; I 
was out of communications with the Division, the supply line had not 
been cleared either. Reconneisance patrols which were sent out in 
the direction of Stavelot returned without performing their task. 
Furthermore, reconnaisance patrols of mine could notice enemy 


(Poiper- Direct) 





concentrations North of LaGleize. In the afternoon, heavy attacks 
from the west were made in Stoumont, Cheneux was attacked from the 
southwest a and about 45 enemy tanks passed by us going east tovards 
Stavelot. Through Intelligence and questions of prisoners of war 
I could ascertain that I was surrounded by the 36th Infantry 


. Division, the 3rd Army Division and the 82nd Airborne Division. 


The conditions in Stoumont were particularly difficult, because it 
was no longer possible to fight back the enemy vhich had broken 
through, and the enemy was in control of the western part of the 
town from then on. 

Q Did you give up the town of Stoumont? 

A In the night from the 20th to the 21st, I made a counter- 
attack in Stoumont, when I regained us the positions we had lost. 
In the couse of this, two officers and I believe thirty-five men 
were captured in a castle-like building in the western part of 
Stoumont. Combat in this house was particularly severe. Fights 
took place for every individual room, and the tanks on the outside 
had to shoot dovm the individual rooms which were pointed out to 
them by the Infantry inside. { 

Q Did you see Capt, Sievers there at that time? 


Yes. 


A 
Q What was he doing? 
A 


I forgot to mention that in the afternoon of the 20th 

I vas ir. the C.P. of Sievers, in Stoumont, one more time with 
Poetschke. His C.P. was that building which I just mentioned, 
and in the cellar of that house I visited a large number of 
civilians -- there were several nuns and over a hundred children 
there -- and I calmed them dom. { gave Sievers some particular 
reraexiry concerning the defense. 

Q Did you go to IaGleize after that? 
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A. Do you man me, personally, or my troops? 

Q Both you and your troops. 

A I, myself, as I said previously, had my C.P. about half 
way between Stoumont and LaGleize, and since the position had becom 
much more serious on the 21st, I considered giving up Stoumont. In 
the early afternoon of the 21st, an American major was brought to my 
C.P. Simultaneously, the road about one hndred yards away had been 
cut by American troops. Trees had been demolished there —- there were 
mines hidden in between them -- and the danger of Stoumont being cut 
off became obvious. I saw clearly that the enemy had now perceived 
my undefended northern flank, which had been represented by the big 
forest between LaGleize and stoumont » and I had to expect that 
stronger American forces would follow through these troops which had 
cut the road. This place, where the place was cut, was eliminated 
again with all available messengers, liaison officers and later part 
of Preuss! Company. At the same tim I made plans for evacuation of 
my main aid station, which was located in the castle. All slightly 
wounded persons were taken to LaGleize, and about fifty more severely 
wounded, who were no longer able to be transported, as well as some 15 
A mericans and some medice were left behind there. Since I was faced 
with the possibility of being surrounded simultaneously in Stoumont, 
LaGleize and Cheneux, I decided to withdraw to LaGleize with all my 
troops, while, however, still attempting to keep control of the 
bridge southwest of LaGleize, since I had not yet given up hopes of 
troops following us from behind. At dusk of the 21st of December 
1944, the units withdrew from Stoumont to laGleize. A severe crisis 
which had developed in Cheneux too was cleared up by the personal 
action of Capt. Diefenthal. At that occasion a Belgian civilian 


had beaten in the head of one of my men with an axe, thereby yelling: 


nyive la France". 
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Q You spoke about an American Major brought to you. Do 
you know what his name was? 
A Major McGown. 
Q Is that the same Lt. Col. McGown who testified here in 
court yesterday? 
A Yes. 
Q Did you make him your prisoner? 
A Not I, personally. 
Q Did your unit make him a prisoner? 
A Yes, he was captured by members of Diefenthal's Battalion. 
Q Yhhen he was first brought to you, did you interrogate him? 
A I put one or two questions to him, since I was pretty much 


in a hurry because there was severe firing about one hundred mters 





away from me on that road block and I had to count on Americans 
looking into my apartment any minute. I therefore ordered McGorm 
to be taken to LaGleize at once, and then participated in the counter— 
attack on the road block. 

Q = Where did you put McGown, Lt. Col. McGown in LaGleize? 

A I personally had nothing to do in this matter at first, 
but rather had him called over to me the first time when I had some 
time at my disposal. I had issued an order that he, together with 


the other officers were to be separated from the men and be put in 


a separate cell. 

Q Did you have any conversations with him at LaGleize at 
that time concerning prisoners of war? 

A Yes. fi : 

Q What was said? 

A €McGorm was very much interested inthe question how we 
would treat PWis. I could reassure him on that and I told him that 
I was no"'Genghis Khan", and that furthermore that: went without say- 
ing with us. | 


e 
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Q What else was said? 
A I talked with McGown for a very long time about different 
subjects, and both of us were very glad to find out that front- 


line soldiers always spoke the same language. 
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Q How many conversations on the subject of prisoners of war 
did you have with hin? 

A I can't say this for sure, but I think that the subjeot 
was mentioned two or three tims. 

Q Did you make any arrangements with Col. MoCow concerning 
exchange of prisonors of war and wounded? 

4A Yes. 

Q What was that arrangement? 

A I might perhaps be permitted to ask somthing here which 
belongs here. Ow position in LaGleize had become very difficult. 
The town itself consists of a few houses only. It is surrounded 
by mountains ad offers very excellent artillery observation points 
to the enemy. Furthermore, to the north and west tho forest is 
very close to the tow and therefore offers very good lines of approach to 
infantry. In view of the great enemy artillery superiority, it was 
only a matter of days thet tho whole tovm would be shot to rubble. 
It was hardly possible to move in the streets. All squares of the 
atreets of the town were wmder direct machine gim and tank destroyer 
fire. Conneoted with that was a very great increase in our own 
casualty rate. The town hardly had any cellars. The few cellars 
which were available were used for the prisoners and wounded ex- 
olusively, and the prismers represented a terrific Teasa/at that 
tims, but it happened constantly that the guards who wore standing 
outside the cellars in which the prisoners vere kept, ran away dur- 
ing tho artillery fire. in the evening of the 21st, while inspoot- 
ing tho lines of combat I saw a number of Americans--I think there 
about eight--lying on tho edge of town, shot. I wasn't able to 
make any investigation since it was dark and firing was going on 


very lively. I oontinued on my way to the C.P. of Major Poetsohke 


end I asked him whether he mew anything about those American ‘soldiers 


I had soen out there. «And he said, Yes, they had been shot in course 
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of an enemy atterpt to escape during the afternoon, in ths afternoon 
of the 22nde In the afternoon, in the noon of the 22nd, the enemy 
had SE tnaied with very strong infantry--very strong tank concentra~ 
tions from ths west--from the east--and infantry concentrations from 
the west. They had penetrated the outermost houses. Ths whole tonn 
was filled with fog and the impression one had was that the infantry 
men yere in front of our doors. I myself jumped out of my cellar 
with a machine pistol while my adjutant began burning the secret mat- 
tere| At that Besanion I saw the whole tovn full of brovn figures 

but could not decide whether those were the attackers or the escap- 
ing prisoners. In connection with this attack Pootsohke related the 
inoident just mentioned. Until that time I had the intention of 
defending the town until the last man, sven if no aid would come. 
About noon of the 23d I received a mangled radio mssage from divis- 
ion from which I gathered that the combat group which had been sent to 
my relief was not moving foryard any more and that, furthermore ,higher 
headquarters had the wish that I return. I thereupon made the prepar- 
ations for a break. I called MoCowm over in order. to talk over tip 
matter of prismers and casualties. And made a written agreement 
with him on these subjects. 

Q What were the provisions of the agreement? 

A I established there that I would leave all American pris- 
oners behind with the exception of Major MoComm. He was to accom 
peny me during the break and the following days I would approach the 
American lines again with him and at that time the Americans wre 
to hand over my wounded men,whom I was leaving behind, to me. At 
the end of this action JoCow was to be sent back to his om mits 
again. A captain of an anti-tank company who had also been cap- 
tured was to give this witten agreorent to tho American troops would 
had-been arriving the next day» He was also put in charge of the 
prisonsrs who were remaining behind. ‘I, myself, left & dootor be~ 
hina with the wounded. 
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Q What was his name? 

A That was thy 2nd Lt. Dr. Dittmann. 

Q In accordance with the agreement you have just mentioned, 
did you release the American prisoners of war? 

A Yess 

Q When? 

A We broke out of LaGleize at about 1:00 a. me the 24th 
December 1945--1 944--and on that occasion we left the younded as 
well as the prisoners behind. And the Amerioan captain was appoint~ 
ed tow commander by me. 

Q Did you go to Wanne? 

A Yes, I got to Wame later on. 


Q About what time and what day? 


A I got to Vanne at about three o'olook in the morning, on 


tho 25th. 

Q What vas your physical condition at that tim? 

4 I myself was slightly vounded. I had a violent heart at- 
tack and‘was taken down there unconscious. 

Q When and where vere you wounded? 

A While breating through the Anerioan main line of resist- 
ence which was preoisely west of the Salm. 

Q During all these days previously mentioned, had you been 
without sleep? 

A I did not sleep for nine days during the offensive. 

Q Do you remenber anything that took place in Wanne? 

A Jn Wenne I met--I found an aid station of my rogimont 
whioh had been established by my regimental surgeon, Dr. Sickel. 
I was bandaged there and slept for a short while. 

Q What did you do. noxt? 

4 The next morning, that is the morning of the 26th G De- 


_cember » Iwas ordered to my division OP. ° 
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Q What happened thre? 

A Thad to report the--report what had happened in the oper- 
ation which had been concluded, to my dividion commander in presence 
of the commanding general, General Priess. 

Q Where was the Division Command Post ni tht tim? 

A The Divisional Command Post was in a little castle about 
ten kilomters wst of Wanno--east of Wannes 

Q How long were you at the Division Command Post? 


Until noon. 


A 
Q And after you received your'orders there, what happened? 
4A 


I drove to Blanche Fontaine from there and established a 
command post in the chateau Petit Thier. 
Q On what date! 
A On December 26. 
Q While you wre in the chateau Petit Thier on the 25th of 
December, was an American prisoner brougnt to you at that time? 
A Not on the 28th of Dgcemver, but later. 
Q On what date% 
A I can't say with certainty, but it might nave been early in 
Jenwry; the fourth or fifth of January. 
Q Do you remember what his physical condition was when he 
was brought to yout 
4A Yes. 
Q What was that condition? 
A The man was half dead. He had severe third degree--was 
frozen severely, third degree. Vas completely exhausted and starved. 
Q Did you interrogate hint 
A Yess 
Q What happened? 
4 -* The man was brought’ in to me, this being"done by two men 
» who pare aucporeiie him to his 1eft and right. In my pinto, ther. sti 
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"was a third man in the room. I then had a chair put under him 


since he could not stand up and asked him a few questions. 

Q t Then what happened? 

A Then I offeredhim a cigarette and a oup of coffees, but 
the man was in no condition to either smoke or drink. I heard--I 
established from him that he had been hiding in the woods near 
here for two weeks and that he had thore been a first gun on a machine 
gm. Iasked him where the machine gun was, but the man was barely 
able to talk, it was more like barking than like talking what cam 
out of him. I then asked my regimental surgeon who was present what 
wo would do with the poor fellow, whether we should put him in the 
hospital, which was located in the same house. My reginental sur- 
geon, by a~~cast a brief glance at his hands which were wounded-- 
full of wounds, and shook his head and said,"There is not mich sense 
in that any more; there is not much purpose in that eny more.” 

Q Then what happened’ 

A I can't quote the words with certainty any moro but I 
think that it was like this, that my surgeon determinod that tho man 
would not be able to stand being moved to the hospital. That, how- 
ever, would have been necessary, since amputation was apparently 
necessarye Therefore he said he would put him in the aid station 
at first. I thereupon ordered him to take the man out and to ses 
to tne rest of it. Afterwards I still talked to:my officers who were 
present, which were my adjutant and Major Poetsonke, about the extra- 
ordinary effort and energy of that mans;and the atmosphere pervading 


the whole room was one of pity. 
Q Yas the accused Gruhle present at that time? 
Yosbe 


Did youhave any conversation with him about the prisoner? 


A 
Q 
A -Not ito my Imowledge. 
a 


Was the acoused Wichmann there? 
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I didn't see him and I don't remember him. 
Did you order that prisoner of war shot? 
No. 

Q Have you heard ths testimony in this case concerning the 
accused Kuehn at Lutre Bois on the 3lst of December’ 

A Yes/ 

Q At tne time of the incident testified about, was Kuelm an 
officer, or was ne an enlisted man? 

A I removed Lt. Kuehn from his official position on about 
tho 21st of December for cowardice before ths enemy, since he had 
left his platoon in a position of crisis in Stoumonte 

Q On the 31st of December what rank did he hold? 

A He personaily had his own rank yet, since I was not in the 
position to demte him, but he was serving as an enlisted man in his 
unite 

Q Do you remember the ywitten statemnt received in evidence 
of the acoused Hennecke, Prosecution's Exhibit P-78, on page 1004 
of tho record? 

A Yese 

Q Do you remember that in that statement he referred to the 
fact that you ordored a shooting detail or an exeoution detail’ Do 
you know anything about thatT 

4A Yess 

Q What do you Imow about that? 

A On the 22nd of December a Taber of the 9th Panzer Grena- 
disr company took an 88 insignia off during a moment of severe crisis 
and there was a suspioion of his deserting. I thsreupon ordered 
tnat this man bo shot summarily. I also ordered an execution detail-- 


a shooting detail to be organized--I don't know whether I gave tnis 


‘ order to Rumpf or Hennecke. The shooting was to ocour at noon. It 


‘was delayed by the Ameriocen attack ed the man was shot in the even- 


ing in La Gleize by a summary court. Through a summary courte 
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(Yhereupon a conference bstreen Prosecution, 


Defense Cowsel ond the Court was had outside the hoaring of tho 


» reporter.) 


DEFENSE COUNSEL (Lt. Col. Dwinnel): No further questions. 

PROSECUTION: If the Court ploase, I would like to inquire, 
inasmuch as the accused has branded the statements of many of ‘he /ach 
cused false, if any of the other defense counsel will examine this 
acoused? 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please tho Court, the redireot 
examination--there will be no cross examination on benalf of the 
other defense counsel, and the redirect examination, it is antici- 
pated that Dr. Leer will conduct that. 

PROSECUTION: If the court please the accused testified 
from some notes this morning. I intend to use those in my cross~ 
examination and I would like to roquost Chief Defense Counsel to get 
these notes and hold them so that he will have thom in the mrnings 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Ve have no objection. 

LAW MEMBER; Just so you guarantes the notes will be here 


in the morning. 


DEFENSE COUNSEL: Do you have the notes? 


WITNESS: Yese 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: They will be delivered. 

PRESIDENT: Anything else? 

FROSECUTION: Nothing else. 

PRESIDENT: THe court will adjourn wmtil 083U tomorrow 
mornings 


(Yhereupon ths Court at 1500 hours adjourned.) 
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CAMP DACHAU, GERMANY 
22 JUNE 1946 


MORNING SESSION 

(Whereupon the court reconvened at 0830 hours.) 

PRESIDENT: Court will come to order, 

PROSEDUTION: Let the record show that all members of 
the court, all meabers of the prosecution with the exception of 
Lt. Col. Crawford and Captain Shumacker, who are absent on business 
for the prosecution, and Captain Byrne, who has been excused on verbal 
orders of the Commanding General, all of the defense, with the 
exception of Dr. Leiling, who is absent on business for the defense, 
all of the defendants and the reporter are present, 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: The defense recalls the accused, 
former Colonel Joachim Peiper. You may cross-examine, 

JOACHIM PEIPER, one of the accused, resumed the stand 
and testified further through an interpreter as follows: 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 
Q Peiper, you speak and understand English, don't you? 

Yes, 

You read and understand Mnglish, don't you? 

Yes. 

You believe in the sanctity of an oath, don't you? 

Yes. 

Q Isn't it a fact that you didn't surrender to the 
Americans on the capitulation and that you tried to go home and 
was apprehended within 20 kilometers of your home? 

A Yes, 


Q That you had several comrades with you when you were 


apprehended, isn't that true? 


A. Yes. 
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Q And that you had been carrying a weapon previous to 
your apprehension but that you disposed of it when you saw you 
were going to be captured? 

A Yes. 

Q You went into the Headquarters of the Reichsfeuhrer 
in August 1938 as an Aide to the Adjutant, didn't you? 

A Yes. 

Q Then in 1940 you became Adjutant of the Headquarters 
of the Reichsfeuhrer? 

A One of the Adjutants. 

Q And in that capacity you became quite well acquainted 
with Himmler? 


Yes. 


A 
Q In other words, you were his Adjutant, isn't that true? 
A 


One of his Adjutants, 

Q Now, on direct testimony you stated that you were a 
Military Adjutant; as a matter of fact, you were more than just a 
Military Adjutant, weren't you? 

A Yes, I already stated that I was an Adjutant of the 
Waffen SS and, furthermore, I was -- I belonged to a party, a 
personal party who accompanied hin, 

Q It's a fact, isn't it, that you accompanied Himmler 
on inspections that were of a character other than military? 

A Yes. 

Q And, ag Arne of fact, didn't you accompany Himmler 
on an inspection where the first gassing experiments on living 
objects were conducted? 

A Yes, 


Q And isn't. it also the truth that you made a rather 


lengthy report when you were confined at Ober Ursel about these 


.> 


gassing experiments? 
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A Not a long report, only a very short one. 

Q You have listened to the testimony here in the court 
about the famous Ghingis Khan? 

A Yes. 

Q Isn't it a fact that you have told Lt. Perl that it was a 
sort of a hobby of Himmler's to inculcate to the SS the idea of 
fighting like Ghingis Khan? 

A No. 

Q Didn't you also tell Lt. Perl that Himmler has said in 
substance: "Pyramids of skulls have to impress the enemy and create 
panic amongst them."? 

A No. 

Q Do you deny that Himnler advocated such measures of 
fighting? 

A Yes, absolutely, 


Q Now, you said when you came to Schwaebisch Hall, I believe;—— 


eee 
you were put into one of the cells that your comrades called the 5 


"death cell", is that correct? 

Yes. 

How long did you stay there? 

Six days. 

And isn't it a fact that you were moved prior to the 10th 
of December and put into a hospital cell? 

A Yes, 

And how long did you stay in that hospitel cell? 

For about three months, . 

And then where were you moved to? 

Tnen I came in one of the ordinary cells of the jail. 

Were you alone when you were in this ordinary cell? 

At first, yess. later on I got company. 


. 


Who was the company you had?” 


1Yb9 
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P 3 A The former Adjutant of the First Battalion, Lt. Fischer. 
Q And now I presume you remember what was in that hospital 
don't you, when you were in it? 

May I ask you whether you are talking about the furniture? 
I an. 
Yes. 
What was in there? 
There was a bed, a night table, a chair, and a toilet. 
You had a typewriter for some time in there too, didn't 
you? 
A Yes, I had a typewriter at my disposal in order to reduce 
my defense statement to writing. 
Q How many statements have you made since you have been in 
American custody? 
A I can't tell you with certainty -- about eight. 
Well, where did you make the first one? 
In Freising. 
When did you make it? 
In the beginning of September, 1944. 
And who interrogated you there? 
_ There were three officers whose names I did not know, 
Did you ever see thea again? 
One of them I saw again twice. 
Where did you see him? 
Once in Ober Ursel, once in Schwaebisch Hall. 


eo r 8 FF 8 FF O&O FF 2B FP A 


Was this statement sworn to that you made in Freising? 


> 


That was not a statement; that was an interrogation report. 
I believe it was under oath, ; 
Q Were you sworn before you were questioned? 


I believe so. , 


e 


A 
Q Did you tell the truth?. 
A 


Yes. 


(Peiper - Cross) 
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Q 
A 


How were you treated when you were in Freising? 


Well, that's another story. I was not treated as a 


Colonel prisoner of war but I was not treated as a War Criminal 


either. 


Q 
A 


A 
Q 
A 


Did you make any more statenents at Freising? 
Yes, j 

Was that statement under oath? 

Yes. 

Who did you make that statement to? 


I can't tell you for sure. The gentleman who took the 


statenent at that time was introduced as Lt, Perl; later on I found 


out that his name was Lt. Guth; what his name in reality is, I 


don't Inow, 


Q 


Was this statement dated before or after the statement 


that these three officers took? 


(Peiper - Cross) 


It was before the statement with the three officers. 

Did you tell Lt. Guth the truth? 

Yes, 

Did you give any more statements at Freising? 

As far as I can remember, no. 

Well, where did you make your next statement? 

Orally or in writing? 

Orally or in writing, where did you make the next state- 


In Ober Ursel. ; 

Did you tell the truth there? 

Yes, 

Well, did you make a written statement in Ober Ursel? 
No. : 

hen was the next time you gave a statement? ) 
Inigoheacbisoh’ Hall sian a : 


1yTh 
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Q Were you interrogated previous tu going to Schwaebisch 
Hall? 

A I was not interrogated; it was only a conversation I had 
with Zuffenhausen, 

Q Did you tell the truth there? 

A We did not talk about the truth, 

Q Now, how many statements did you make in Schwaebisch Hall 
that were reduced te writing? 

A The three statenents which are introduced here in evidence 
and, in addition to that, two more I believe. 

Q Yell, were those statements the truth? 

A As I already stated yesterday -- no. 

Q Well, which ones weren't true. 

A Out of the three statements which were introduced in 
evidence here, the ones from the 2lst of March and from the 26th 


of March. As to the other statenents I cannot tell you at the 


moment because I am not sure what their contents are, 


Q Were you sworn when you signed these other statements? 

A Yes. 

Q Well, you wouldn't have signed them if they weren't true, 
would you? 

A I already stated, I already explained yesterday why I 
signed them which was the situation when I signed them, 

Q Well, you told me I thought here earlathis morning you 
believed in the sanctity of an oath? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you mean to tell me now that you don't believe in the 
sanctity of an oath? 

A I. believe in the sanctity of an oath if its taken under 


fair conditions, but not if/an oath is taken under false conditions 


;and under pretext-of false facts end under pressure, . 
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Q Now, you said you made two other statements that weren't 


introduced here; when were those statements given? 


A I gave them towards the end of March and the beginning of 
April. 


Well, now, did you ever make a statement here in Dachau? 
No, 

You're pretty sure about that? 

I only gave interrogation reports to the defense, 


Q You're sure you didn't sign a statement for the prosecution 


here in Dachau? 
A Yes. 


Q You signed a statenent here in Dachau for the prosecution? 
A No, 
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Tk #234-6/22-SR-1 Q As a matter of fact, if I handed you a statement 
that bore a Dachau date the 25th of April, would that change 
your answer any? 

No. 

Is that your handwriting? Is that your signature? 

Yes. 

What date is that signed and where? 

25th of April 196 

Whereabouts? 

Dachau. 

Is that statement true? 

May I read through it? 

It is sworn to, is it not? 

, Yes. 

You believe in the sanctity of,an oath, do you not? 

‘Yes. 

Was this signed under any pressure? 

I tell you first I must have an opportunity to 
get acquainted with the contents. 

Q . If the contents are not damaging it is true and 
if the contents are damaging then it is not true, is that 
correct? 

a I never was afraid of any damage. 

Do‘you usually read statements before you sign 
them? 

A Yes. May I say something with reference to this 
statement? 


PROSECUTION:. I will bring it out on questioning. 


If it is not fully brought out then you can go ahead and let 
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your Defense Counsel clear it up on redirect. I think that 
is satisfactory to the Court, is it not? 

LAW MEMBER: So he has an opportunity to say 
whatever he wants to say. 

PROSECUTION: Let him say it now. Let us give 
him full opportunity. 

THE WITNESS: This statement was not signed by 
me here but counsel of the Prosecution thought it was im- 
portant that I was put under oath afterwards. Therefore, I 
only was sworn here in Dachau after the statement was already 
given. That was already signed before that. 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 


Q You knew the contents of the statement, did you 


Yes, 
Do you remember now whether it is true or not? 
A I mst repeat I should have an opportunity to re- 
read it first. 
Q Yesterday, I think you testified on direct 
examination that Hardick made some statement that they 
would kill prisoners of war because they would be granted 
no pardon if they were captured. In substance I believe 
that is true, is it not? 
A Would you re-read this question, please? 
PROSECUTION: Will you read the question, please, 


Miss Reporter? 


(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter.) 
THE WLINESS: I stated yesterday Hardick made 


an expression towards me wherein he explained to me that 


(Peiper-Cross ) 
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Tk #234h-6/22-SR-3 they would not give any pardon because they would be shot in 
the same manner if they would happen to fall in enemy's hands 
and that they were put into operation under the same conditions 
as the British Commando undertakings. 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Q I will read this paragraph in the statement of 
yours which is dated 25 April, wherein you were referring to 
your conversation with Hardick. 

A 21st or 25th? 





Q 25th of April. (Reading): 
"To my question of what he would do with prisoners, 
he answered, ‘We do not give pardon. If we get caught 
we will also be bumped off,!"' 
Is that true? 

A Yes. 

Q I will read the last paragraph of this statement 
of the 25th of April: (Reading) 

"Hardick fell on the first day of the offensive. 
His combat group was not under me but directly under 
the -Panzer Brigade 13 (Myssion Greif), which tomy ° 
knowledge again was placed directly under the lst 
SS Panzer Corps. The commander on Myssion Greif was 
Sturmbannfuehrer Skorzeny." 

Is that paragraph true? 
A This paragraph is true. However, I mst say that 


I cannot make a certain statement as to whose commander 


Skorzeny actually was, if under the command of the Corps or 
the Army or the Fuehrer directly. 
Q Was the Fuehrer a commanding officer in this 
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Fuehrer was the chief of the German Wehrmacht. 
Q Was Hardick responsible to you at any time during 
the campaign? 


was he responsible to? 

Later on I found out that Hardick was assigned 
by the Fuehrer directly — correction -- I am talking about 
Skorzeny. 

Q Hardick was operating with you, was he not? 

A In a larger sense, yes, but he was not under 
my command and he had only the mission to attach his unit to 
my column as far as the marching technique was concerned 
during the first part of the offensive. 

Q You outranked him, did you not? 

A Yes. 

Q Is it customary in the German Army for the senior 
officer to have command when there is more than one element 
together -- more than two units together? 

A That does not apply to this case, 

Q ; If you saw Hardick kill an American prisoner of: 
war you could have stopped him, could you not? 

A I could not have prevented it after he was already 
dead. 

Q If you saw him lining a prisoner of war up to get 
ready to shoot him, you could have stopped him, could you not? 

A Certainly. 


Q I. forgot to ask you’a question. Do you think ‘that! 


a long statement detracts from its authenticity? 


© 


oA If you write it yourself, no. 
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Q Do you think a long statement that was given 
in question and answer form would detract from its 
authenticity? 

A That might be the case if after I dictated for 
several hours the strength of both the partners is exhausted, 
then the recollections mst suffer. 

Q Do you suppose if a long statement was taken over 
a period of two days would meke it untrue? 

A Noe 

Q Do you think a statement that was 67 pages long 
and taken over a period of two days would be untrue or lack 
authenticity? 

A That depends on the circumstances under which it 
was taken. If three officers swap during the interrogation 
and interrogate an individual man for six or eight hours 
without any interruption, there is an unequal distribution 
of strength. 

Q Do you mean to imply by that that the statement 
that you gave at Freising, which yousid is true is now 
untrue? 

A With the exception of some details which in 
the meantime have been changed according to a better recol- 
lection, no. 

Q Yhat details would you say have been changed by 
a better recollection? 

A That was a very long interrogation report and 
furthermore, the first one which got me into eonnection with 
the Malmedy incident. At first I would have to read it very. 
exactly in order ,to find contradictions which could have 


occurred at that time and which data to my better Imowledge 
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of the situation could te changed. 

Q In other words, anything that would be damaging 
would be untrue and anything that was not damaging would be 
true, is that the situation? 

pk. I already said before that I personally do not 
care at all what could do me any harm or what was not damaging 
to me. 

Q Yesterday you testified from these notes and I 
believe you said you prepared them right after you had talked 
to ldeutenant Perl in Zuffenhausen? 

A Yes. Furthermore, in Freising, where I wrote the 
conversation with Mr, Paul which I did not mention yesterday. 
I do not think you are interested in my reading the s tory 
with Lieutenant Perl. 

Q If you think it will do you any good I have no 
objection to your reading it. 

A In substance it is the same which I was told by 
First Lieutenant Perl. 

Q Did you make the notes about’ your interrogation by 
Mr, Paul right after he interrogated you? 


A Yes, I thought they were very noticeable and took 


.the notes dowm right immediately after that. 


Q In Oberursal you took the notes dom right after 
you were interrogated? 

A I did not take any notes dowm in Oberurcale 

Q Does it not say, "It was alleged that McCowm was 
in my presence mistreated and threatened by me with a pistol" 
—- is that. not in your, notes? - 


i; © 


A That ‘is in my notes, yes. 


Q When did you write that? 
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Tk #23)-SR-6/22-7 A I wrote it here. 
Q That appears before the notes on Zuffenhausen. 
How did that get in there ahead of Zuffenhausen if you wrote 
it here in Dachau? 
A At that time in Freising, as well as in Zuffen- 


hausen I took dom notes about the conversation with lst 





Lieutenant Perl and Mr, Paul. Those notes were on little 

slips of paper which I carried on me and all those notes I 
rewrote here in Dachau on these two sheets of paper and in 
addition, set dow some other notes which I took from my 

memory and which I wanted to use for mydefense since in addition 


to my defense statements which are in the possession of Mr. 


Pposecutor, I thought it was advisable to take dorm some 


notes to my defense on my om. 

Q In other words, you did not write that at 
Zuffenhausen, that piece of paper that you hold in your hand, 
did you? 

A No, I did not write this piece of paper in 
Zuffenhausen. 


Q Where did you keep these little pieces of paper 





* that you had all these notes on? 

A I always kept them in a book or in my sleeve.’ 
The guards wanted to take them away from me but when I 
directed their attention to the fact that they were very 
important for the Prosecution they left them with me. 

Q Did you not testify yesterday that it was so 
dark in that cell in Zuffenhausen you could not see? 

A. It was not that dark that T-couldn!+ see at all 


-- no, it was not that dark. Furthermore, there was a hole 
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| % #234-SR-6/22-8 in the door through which light from the outside could enter 
the room and I would write in front of this hole or play 


chess. 


t 
{ 
t 
} 
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Q Is' it not true that as a matter of fact these 
notes that you have prepared, or the substance of these 
notes about what Lieutenant Perl told you in Zuffenhausen, 
wherein you state that there the sons of two influential 
Persons, one economist and one senator, ‘who were killed, 
that since you have been right here in Dachau and prior to 
the 16th of May you have attributed that statement to Lieutenant 
Guth and it was made to you at Freising? 

A I do not understand the question. 

PROSECUTION: Will you read the question, lMiss 
Reporter? 
(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter.) 
THE WITNESS: TI cannot understand the question, 
PROSECUTION: I will withdraw that question. 
DR. LEER: Nay I ask the Chief Prosecutor to put 
the question in such a manner that it is understandable? 
PROSECUTION: I will withdraw and we will start 
over again. 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Q As a matter of fact, didn't the statement that you 
say. Lieutenant Perl made to you at Zuffenhausen, namely, that 
the Sons of two influential persons, one a senator's and one 
an economist's son, were killed in Malmedy and that you have 
previously stated.in Dachau:prior to the ‘16th of May 1946 that 
this statement was ‘made to you by Lieutenant Guth in Freising? 

A 


No. I might remind you, Lieutenant Colonel, ‘of « 
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the fact that on the 7th or 8th of December, 1945, when you 
visited me in my cell in Schwaebisch Hall, I told you the 
contents of the conversation I had with lst Lieutenant Perl 
and that you told me at that time you would be very sorry 
and that Lieutenant Perl did not have any authority to make 
such utterances and that I should not pay any attention to 
them. 


Do you have anything else you want to remind me 


A At this moment no. 

Q I believe you testified yesterday that you did not 
have a chance to read your statement dated 21 March 1946, 
Prosecution Exhibit P-ll. Is that true? I hand you Prosecution 
Exhibit P-11 and ask you whose handwriting it is? 

A My owm handwriting’, 

Q Did you sign it? 

A Yes. 

Q Whose initials appear by. the corrections that are in 
this statement? 

A My initials. 

Q You knew the contents of that statement when you 
signed it, did you not? 

A In outlines, yes. 

Q And you knew the contents when you made those 
changes that you have initialed, did you not? 

A Not in detail and for that reason I immediately 


asked to be allowed to re-read it. 


Q Do you mean to say when you write something dom ° 


you do not know what it “is? 


¢ 
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A If I write something dom voluntarily I usually 
lmow what I am writing. 

Q Did you know in this instance? 

A I already described yesterday how this statement 
was made. 

Q I asked you if you knew what you were writing down? 

A Yes. 

Q You imply that you were defrauded into the making 
and the signing of this statement Prosecution Exhibit P-11 
but you went ahead and signed tio more statements after that, 
did you not? 

A Yes. 








Q Now, why did you sign those two statements? If you wero 
defrauded into signing the first one, why didn't you demand that you 
get the first one back? 

A I already stated yosterday that I rapeatedly asked to be 
allowed to read the statement of the 2lst of March. And as to the 
other two statements, I stated that the statoment of the 26th is 
true and that the statement of the 26th of March was made under cir- 
cumstances under which I had to beliove through pretext or false 
facts that my om comrades betrayed me, and that I was very disgusted 
and it did not matter, and it did not make my difference to me, ond 
that I told Lt. Perl he could dictate everything, I would sign every- 
thing. 

Q How does it happen that it makes a difference to you now 
when you were disgusted then? 

A The reason for this is that today I was able to find out 
that thecomradeship, which at that time I believed to have dis- 
appeared, is not an empty illusion, and that my opinion which I had 
at that time could only be created thet oll of us were played against 
each other, and that my comrades had been forced to testify against 
me. This knowledge which I had here in Dachau made it my duty to 
testify clear and distinctly, and to tell how conditions were in 
reality so thet the German people would learn who we were in reality 


and that we fought for our Fatherland for six years desperately and 


' fanatical ly. 


Q I hand you your stdement dated the 26th of March, which 
is Prosecution Exhibit No. 125, and ask you whose handwriting that 
is in? 


A In my om handwriting. 


Q Did you sign it? 


A. Yes. 
€Feiper - Cross) 
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Did you meke those corrections that appear therein? 


Yes. 
Are those your initials thet appear by those corrections? 


Yes. 


Q Did you meke those corrections without knowing the contents 
of that statement? 

A Yes. ; 

Q In other words, you made the corrections without reading the 
statement? 


A Noe 


Well, what do you mean then. I thought that is what you 


INTERPRETER: That was a misteke. That was o misteke in 
the interpretation. 
A I said it wes my handwriting, it was there with my correc- 
tions, and I knew what I wrote down and what I signed. 
Q Now, you testified yesterday on direct examination ebout 


Lt. Kremm ~- who wos e witness in this case for the Prosecution - end 


in reply to this question: "Did you hear him testify that he was 


See bgbicies iad 


present at the Regimental meeting referred to?", you replied, "Yes", 





I hend you the record of Kramm's testimony and ask you to find where 


he so testified. 


A It doesn't say anything about that on this page. 

Q Well, you can look at the record as much as you want; you 
are not restricted to one pages 

A That will teke a pretty long time, to read the whole record, 

Q Well, if you want to, wo will give it to your Defense 
counsel and see if they can find it for you. ; 


A Yers 


(ihereupon’ the’ Prosecution hended the document to the Defonso.) 
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Q Now, yesterday, on direct exemination, with reference to 
the order of the day of Dietrich's, I believe you said that the 
words “human inhibitions" was in Dietrich's statemont, and that 
wes the first time you had ever seon it. AS o matter of fact, 


didn't you use that oxpression yourself without either sesing it 


in Dietrich's statement or in Lt. Porl suggesting it to you? 


A No. 

Q Now, you testified yesterday about being confronted with 
Gruhle and other accused in this case. You remembor also, don't 
you, thet when you confronted Knittel in the presence of Mr. Thon 
you told Knittel that he should confess as you had told everything? 
Did you defraud Inittel whon you told him thet? 

A That did not occur in this menner. 

Q Well, how did it occur? 

A I repeatedly told Mr. Thon that I thought that I considered 
it far beneath the dignity of tho German Major to lock him up in such 

, & punishment cell, and I asked hin - Thon - repeatedly whether Major 

Knittel could not get out of this cell, but since at that time ho 
had not ninde any statemonts, this request was not granted. One day 
Mr. Thon said to me, “Don't you went to sey hello to your old com= 
rade, Knittel?",-ond I said, "Of course, with pleasure", The door 
of Knittelts cell was opened, I greeted Knittel end he asked me what's 
going on around here. Thereupon Mr. Thon said to Knittel, "Go shoad, 
ask Peiper - we know everything". Thereupon Knittel asked ne, "Did 
you testify", and I said, "Yes", And he asked me, “What do they 
know?", end I said, “Well, they know more than we". Thereupon the 
door on olosed again. f ¥ 

Q Isn't it trus that you told Knittel to confess? 

A I would not take such a responsibility upon mo. 
* 


Q You also remember, don't you, that when you end Lt. Perl: 
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were discussing Prouss' ceso, that you told Lt. Perl if you were 
left elone with Preuss you could break him, didn't you? 

A No, that's not true at all. 

Q And didn't Lt. Perl then tell you that he would have to 
get my consent before he could put you together with Preuss alone? 

A That is correct, yes. 

Q And isn't it also true that Lt. Perl came back to you and 
told you that I would not consent to you and Preuss being left alone 
together? 

A Yes, but there was another reason. 

Q It couldn't heve been the reason, because of the Ritterkreuz, 
could it? 

A That was only the reason, about the Knight's Cross. 

Q And isn't it also true that after Lt. Perl came back to you 
and told you what I had said, that you then confronted Preuss in tho 
presence of Lt. Perl, end you told Preuss that: "They know all about 
thelilling of the’ flier", and thet Preuss then confessed the killing 
and also the taking of the flior's ring -- isn't that true? 

A Yes, that 1s correct. 

Q Now isn't this also true, that in your oral interrogation 
you said substantially the following with respect to prisoners of war 
at LeGleize, that if you had released several hundred prisoners of war, 

"the next day they would be fighting egainst us} What would my Commander 
say about this, if I had done it", ond that this wasn't put into your 
statement because you protested against it. Isn't that true? 

A I cennot remember anything about the protest, and I said the 
following. I had decided to keep LaGleize until the last man, up to 


the 23rd at noon, end I told my Commanders, if all of us should perish 


here, our prisoners are not going to survive .us, since I thought it wes 


impossible that all of us would dié here and on the next day a hundred 


° 
.and fifty Americans would got new weapons end fight ageinst the German 
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Army. I could not take the responsibility for that towards my 
Commanders, 

Q How do you account for the fact that all of your Company 
Commanders and many of your Platoon leaders held meetings before 
this offensive began, and told their troops to kill prisoners of 
war and allied civilians if it hadn't been ordered by somsone? 

A I heard the testimony of the Company Commanders here and 
I also heard the testimony of the enlisted men, and furthermore I 
had collected large experience in Schwaebisch Hall, and once Lt. 
Perl told me that: "The chain is always as strong as the weakest 
link", and so it was clear tome that our chain had been rolled up 
from the end. And furthermore, it was clear to me that eveyone 
was looking for some protection and for some straw, and en the 
men were constantly told, "You couldn't have done it on your om, 
you must have had an order", it is very understandable that dromm- 
ing young men seize this -- grasp this straw and allow that such 
an order was suggested to him, 

Q Now, were all your men so undisciplined that they killed 


prisoners of war without orders? 
A During combat sometimes there are situations about which 


one cannot talk on the green table. 





Q Now, Peiper, I asked you if your men were so undisciplined 


Srelinilyntr ies 


that theyxilled prisoners of war without orders. Can you answer 
_ that question without tallcing about green tables? 
A That doesn't have anything to do with disciplins. 


Q Well, I'11 ask the question again, Were your men so 


seis a 


undisciplined that they would kill prisoners of war without orders? 


Can you answer that "yes" or "nol? 


A No, this question doesn't have anything to do with discipline, 


and for this reason I cannot answer’ it with’ "yes" or "not, 


Q Well, were your men so ill trained in the rules of the 
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Geneva Convention that they killed prisoners of war without orders? 
A In the answer on that question, it is the same as on the 
questions before. During combat there are desperate situations, . 
the answer to which is given out very fast to main reactions and 
which do not have anything to do vith education and training. 
Q Well, is there anything desperate about a situation where 


you line a hundred or a hundred and fifty men, prisoners up, in the 


pasture without arms, and there is no enemy in the vicinity and 


you are still advancing without opposition, and these prisoners are 
shot? Is there anything desperate about that? 

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL: Just a minute, please, before 
you answer that question. I realize counsel, in cross examining 
the accused, has a great deal of latitude, but I believe that the 
questions propounded now goes to the proof, Counsel is assuming a 
state of facts in asking this question, which state of tacts are 
the very issues in this case, therefore, I object to the question. 

PROSECUTICN: If the Court please, this accused has testi- 
fied to desperate situations. I am just trying to find out what he 
considers a desperate situation. 

DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL): But in asking the witness to 
describe what he means by a desperate situation, counsel is not 
merely putting a hypothetical question but is asking questions con- 
cerning the very facts that are at issue in this case. 

LAW MEMBER: The Court will reserve the decision on the 
objection until after the recess. 

PRESIDENT: ‘The Court will recess until ten-thirty. 

(Whereupon at 1000 hours the Court recessed.) 
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(Whereupon ths Court reconvened at 1030 hourse) 


1 PRESIDENT: Take seats. The Court will come to ordere 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record show 
that all membors of the Court, all mombers of the Prosecution with 
the exception of Lt. Col. Crawford and Ire Elowitz, who are absent 
on business of the Prosecution, and Capt. Byrne, who has bsen ex- 
oused by order of tha Commanding General, all members of the Defense 
with the exception of Capt. Narvid and Dr. Hertzkorn, who are absent 
on business of the Defense, all of the Defendants, and the Reporter 
are present. 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: The Defense recalls the accused, formr 
Colonel Joachim Peiper. 
(Whereupon Joachim Peiper, one of the accused, resumed 
the stand and testified further through an interpreter, as follows: ) 
LAW MEMBER: Is there any further argument on tha question? 
DiFENSE COUNSEL: Nothing further at this times 
LAW MS¥B3R: The Court desires to know whether or not the 
question was propounded as a hypothetical question? 
PROSECUTION: It was propounded as a hypothetical quastion, 
but if the Court prefers that ve use some othor oxample, ve are quite 
readily agreeable to doing so. 


LAW MEMBER: The Court would profer a hypothetical question. 


CROSS EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY: PROSECUTION: 

Q Peiper, is there enything desperate about a situation 
where marmed prisoners of war are mder guard and lined up and 
shot, where there is no enemy resiatence present? 

A Now ; 4 

Q | You stated ‘on direct examination yesterday, that thost of your 

; aoe e A F 


Panzer troops wore black leather wmiforms, didn't yout 


4 I said most of tho orow of the combat vehicles. 
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Q Weill, those that were not wearing black wmiforms, wmt did 

they wart 
(Defense Counse! Capt. Narvid entered and took his soate) 

A The members of my regiment all had black combat wmiforms 
and the members of the combat vehicles almost exclusively wre black 
leather wmiforms, the exceptions to that wore mombers of the 9th 
Pioneer Company, who were wearing groy wmiforms. 

Q That is not quite what I was trying to get at. You said 
most all of these Panzer troops wore black leathor wmiforms. Those 
that didn't woar black leather wmiforms, what did thoy yart 

A Nembers of my regiment, with the exception of the 9th 
Fanzer Pioneer Company, all wore black uniforms and all the orows of 
the combat vehicles vore a black leather wiform on top of thate 

Q Diefenthal's 3rd Battalion and thes 2nd Grenadier Regiment, 
that was attached to you during the campaign, wasn't it? 

A Yes. 


What did they wear? 


Q 
A They were wearing gray wiforms. 
Q 


Now you rode with Diefenthal quite a lot during this offen- 

sive, didn't you? 

A Yos. 

Q Did he wear a yellow colored jacket at tho crossroads on 
the 17th of Dgcomber, 1944? 

A You. 

Q On direot examination yesterday what time did you testify 
that it was when you entered Honsfeld on the 17th of December, 19447 

A I think I said seven o'clock. 

Q Well, is that what you say now? 

A Yess 
Q You testified yesterday that you were told about some subse-" 
quent fighting in Honafold. to told you about 14? Heaiucnivl sts 


(Peiper - cross} 
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A I heard about this from Lt. Col. von Vesternhagen, or from 
my adjutant, or from Capt.Nuska. Later, I also think from my divis- 
ional commander 

Q Did they tell you about any prisoners of war being killed 
in Honsfeld? 

A Noe 

Q Do you remember the buildings and the terrain around Hons- 
fold and in Honsfeld? 

A No. I only drove throughe 

Q Weil, when you left Honsfeld, do you remember the graveyard 
on the right hand side of the road? 

A Now 

Q Did you kill the prisoners of war’that wore lying opposite 
the graveyard in that pasture, where the statements in this case 
have placed Hammerer and Goldscnmidt? 

A I know nothing of thate 

Were you present when they were killed? 
Noe 


No. 


Q 
A 
Q Do you Jnow who killed them? 
A 
Q 


I believe you said yesterday that you saw civilians firing 

from the windows in Buéllingen; is that true? 

A Yess 

Q How did you know they were civilians and not AMerican sol- 
diers? 

At I have had som rich eauetiante in this field and a sharpened 
eyesight. 

Q How close were you to these people that wero firing from 
the windows? H 

A I was driving right past thsse houses underneath the win- 


"dows « “Thad to get my head doym several times and I saw those people . 


(Peiper - cross} 
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shoot. Also saw and heard the bullets hit my vehiole. 

Q How were they dressed? 

A These wore people which one could see only for an instant. 
They ,usually wore civilian head gear and a civilian jacket, but I 
can't give any details. 

Q Did you see any 8U year old women firing at you from the 
windows there in Buellingen? : 

A ; In those short moments I had no occasion to determine the 
age of the persons firing. 

Q Did you see any one-year old baby firing at you from the 
windows in Buellingen? 

A' No, not even in Russia did I ses any one-year old babies 
firing. 

Q Now you testified about seeing somo prisoners of war as you 
wre approaching Busllingen; is that true? 

A Yes. 

Q Could they be the sam ones that Jaeckel in his statement 
says that he fired on’ 

A I don't remember the testimony of Jasckel so yell in my 
memrye 

Q Now I believe you testified yssterday about a Major Tau- 
bert and his parachute battalion. How far did he accompany yout 

A The majority of the battalion remained in Honsfeld. I 
talked to Taubert porsonally and some of his men about one kilometer 
yost of Honsfeld end about one company which had forgotten to dis- 
mount from our tanks drovo with us through Stoumont and LaGleize. 
and remained with a until the next day when we returned to our om 
line. 

Q You are pretty sure this company followed you on into 
Stoumont and LaGleize? 


A Yes. 


You never made a statement mder oath tim they’ remained behind» 


in Honsfeld, did yout 
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A I testified that the parachute battalions remained behind 
in’ Honsfeld. 


I believe you testified yesterday that you entered Buellingen 


Y around 0900 to 0930-hours; is that correct’? 


A Yes. 


Couldn't have been eight o'clock, could it? 


Q 
A IT cannot give those things with any certainty any more. 
Q 


Well, you testified yesterday under oath that it was be- 
tveen nine and nine-thirty, thovgh; didn't you? 

A I did not testify under oath yesterday. 

PROSECUTION: Oh, I beg your pardot. That is right, you 
are not under oath. 

Q Now, Peiper, I hand you a statement which says: "Invosti- 
gation, Malmedy case, WeC.B., Filo No. 624, Examination of Joachim 
Peiper,prisonér of war, 25, 26 August, 1945, in Froising, Germany." 
And Ivask you to take a look at page 36 and tell m whose signature 
appears thereon? 

That is my signature. 

Vas that statement snorn to? 

Yese 

And on what date’ 

January 4, 1946. 

Is there a certificate of the interpretor on that page? 

Yess i 

Now will you take a Jook at page 67 and tell ne whose signa- 
appears thersont 

That is also my signature. 

4nd was that sworn to? 

Yeae 

-And does the certificate of the interpreter appeer thereon? 

Yabe 


Now will you take a look at Exhibit"A” atteched thereto and 


19394 
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see on wnat date it is dated’ 

4 August 25, 1945. 

Q Is that your signature below the date? 

4 Yes, sire 

Q Now will you take a look at page 2 and tell me wether you 
were sworn before you gave that testimony? 

4A Yese 

Q In othsr yvords, is it true or not that this statement was 
made on the 25th and 26th of August, 1945, and it was not signed 
by you wntil the fourth of January, 1946? 

Yes. 


Did you make any corrootions in this statement before it was 


If I remember correctly I had several corrections made. 
Did you initial thes corrections that wre made? : 
A Yess 
Q I will read from page 11 of this Statement, and ask you if 
you answered as follows to this question: "Question: Continue with 
the route of march. Ansyer! When I arrivod my tanks were lined 
up in the colums I had ordered them to form; on both sides in wry 


closed, tight formations, were those paratroopers. I got very angry 


and called for the commander of the parachute wit but nobody came. 





Then I got on my recon md yent ahead. We yent on a road which is not 
shown here on the mape It runs approximately from Lanzeroth and on 

a direot: northwest route, because I knew ths railroad station in 
990985 was still being hold by the enemy. I had no contact with 

the enemy in this wods. In tho vicinity of the railroad station 

wo received individual artillery rounds. At approximately six o'olook 
in the morning we then entered HONSFELD at top speed and surprised a 


reconnaissance battalion there of 


(Whereupon the foregoing ‘was read in the Germm language 


for the benefit of the German Counse) and tle acoused, by the inter- 


preter.) 


1995 
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Q Is that statement correct? 

A This statement is correct, only in the manner of tins I 
made an error. At that time it was completely dark yet at six 
o'clock. : 

Q Now I will re from page 13, question and answer: "Ques- 
tion: Continue with your route of march. Ansvwer: I ordered hin to 
immdiately mount all his paratroops on my vehicles, to advance with 
me at top spsed to take BUSLLINGEN. He oreated all Itinds of diffi- 


oulties by saying he had no orders to advance that far and that he 


- had to wait for an order from his division, and I screamed at him 


and told him he could go to the devil, to dig himself in at HONS- 
FSLD, and I would advance myself." 

(Whereupon the foregoing was read in the German languago 
for the benefit of the German Counsel and tho accused, by tho in- 
terpreter.) 

Q Is that answer correct? 


A Yes. 


Q I will now read the following questions and ansvers, page 


13. “Question: Did he follow your advice? Answer: Yes, he stayed 
in HONSFELD. Question: With his mit? All elements of his unit? 
Answer: Yes." 

(Whereupon tho foregoing was read in the Gorman language for 
the benefit of ths German Counsel and the accused, by tha inter- 
preter.) 

Q Are those ansyers correct, to those two questions? 

A All of them did not stay there. I forgot to mention that 
at tho time. I found out that I had a company of parachutists with 
me for the first tim in La Gleize while attacking Stoumont. 

Q Yell, you made this statement in Freising in August of 
1945, didn't you? You kmew about it then, didn't you? i 


4 Noe In my life I was driving in more then 100 attacks and 


(Peiper - cross). 
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_ (Peiper - cross). 


it is obvious that it takes a long time to remember all the details 

of an incident vhich happened a year and a half ago. There were many 
things vhich did not become clear to me util I heard them in court 

here. 

Q I wili read two more questions and ensyers, from page 131 
"How many men vere in that unit? Ansyer: That I don't mow, all I 
saw was on the left of the road, behind a row of hedges, ten or 12 
airplanes. We turnod our turrets and destroyed the airplanes. At 
this moment we'yere taken wmder fire oy either the people who be- 
longed to the airport or from the outer sector of BIEILLINGN. Ques- 
ion: What tim of day wos this? Answer: It could have beon about 
eight o'olook." 

(Whereupon the foregoing was read in the Gorman lan guage 
for the benefit of the German counsel and the accused, by tho in- 
terpre ter.) 


Q Are those answers correct? 

A The answers are correct. Tho statement concerning the time 
as related to the six ofolock in Honsfeld. 

Q Yeil, did you enter Buellingen at eight o'olock or at nine 
o'o Look? 

A ITam't say that with certainty any moras 

Q What tim was it that you got to the oross roads south of 
Balmedy? ; 

A According to my estimate of today, approximately 1330. It 
might have been somewhat earlicre 


Q Now do you remember who had the lead vehicle there at the 
oross roads in Mal medyt 


A I think lst Lte Sternebeck. 

Q What makes you belisve that? 

A Sternebeck conducted the So La nae point, all the time. 
And I alsa still sawhim in Engeladort} he vas among those tanks who 
arrived at Engelsdorf before me. I did not sce him at first be- 
cause he’was standing in cover behind the houses~-béhind some 
1937 


ry 
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houses, and I also think that he had had some combat with an Amri- 
oan Sherman with the American Sherman which I mntioned yesterday. 
Q If I recall it wasin regard to ths testimony of former Lt. 
Lary, where he said that tha leading tanks sprayed his men as 
they wers trying to surrender. Would that change your ansyer any 


about who had the third tank? 


What time did you get to Lignueviller 
In my estimate, a short while before 1400. 
Couldn't have been 12 o'clock, could it? 


According to the chronological sequence as I see it today, 


Q What position in the colum was ths vehicle you were rid- 


ing when you got to Lingueville. 


4 At that time I was under the impression that I was the 


second or third vehicle. I testified yesterday that I stopped south 
of the oross roadse I was wmder the impression that there was no 
vehicle in front of ms and I then motioned three half-tracks and one 
Panzer in front of mes To pass me by, rather. So that these yere 
sure to be in front of m when I arrived in Engeledorf. Also, at 
that tims the following were in Engelsdorf for sure: Sternebsok, 
and perhaps one or two more tanks under his command. 

Q Did you say Sternebeck was in a Mark IV or a Panzer? 

A Sternebeck was in a Wark IV. , 

Q Now I believe you testified yesterday that a SMerman tank 
was giving you trouble in Lignueville and that one of your tanks 
knocked it out? : 

4A There wore several Sharmans there, but at first I only saw 


one of them, and it was knooked out. 


(Peiper = oross). 











QUESTIONS BY THE PROSECUTION (cont'd.): 


Q Did one of your tanks knock it out? 

A It must have been one of my tanks — all I know is 
that I looked out of the window and ordered it knocked out 
with a rocket-launcher: it blew up in jthe air about that time. 

Q I thought you told me in Blankenheim, last fall, 
that you personally Imocked it out? 

A No, I said that I attempted to Imock it out. 

Q Well, did the crew from your "recon" knock it out -- 
did they kmock out this tank? 

A I don't understand the question. 

Q Well, did either you, or anybody from the crew of 
your "recon! knock out this tank? 

A I don't think so. Furthermore, I don't think it was 
a tank but a halftrack with a cannon mounted on it that knocked 
it out. 

Q Now, what time was it, when you left Lignueville? 

A It is hard to state the time. I testified yesterday 
that I spent about 5 minutes among the burning ammunition 
there in the house and this was a situation that was so extreme- 
ly unpleasant that one could easily make mistakes in time. My 
whole stay in Engelsdorf might have amounted to an hour and a 
half — 


Q Well, are you trying to tell us now that everything 


° 


¢ . 
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you told us yesterday is innacurate, or a figment of your img- 
ination and that*you don't really remember anything about this 
campaign? 

Aa I gave yesterday as clear a description of the cam- 
paign as I am able to give today. After a year anda half I 
am no longer able to present a schedule which is precisely up 
to the minute to the court. 

Q Well, you were in a better position last August to 
present a schedule than you are today, weren't you? 

A No. 

Q In other words, a difference of six months doesn't 
make any difference to your memory, is that right? 

A Yes, it makes a great deal of difference, I have a 
pretty clear picture today, but in spite of this I am not able 
to set dovm the times with uninpeachable accuracy. I have 
some times which I can use as standards for others, because at 
those moments I sent some radio messages. 

Q., Now, I will read to you two questions and asnwers 
from the statement that you gave in Freising, on the 25th and 
26th of August, 19,5: 

iQ What did you do with these prisoners? 

"A I did nothing with the P's, because they 
didn't interest me whatsoever — my interest was Ligneuville 
and they interested me even less because I saw them coming 
with their hands raised in surrender. We then entered Ligneu- 
ville at top speed, received machine gun fire and got to approx- 
imately the center of the village." 

Now, at what time was this? 

It was at twelve o'clock noon. 

Now, are those answers correct? 


(Peiper - Oross) 
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A These answers are correct, with the exceptions of 
the tims stated. Furthermore, in this connection, the testi- 
mony which I gave is missing to the effect that at the cross— 
roads the persons concerned were not only PY's but they were 
also men who were attempting to escape, 

DEFENSE (Mr. Strong): Correction: ",..and that we 
fired on them... 
INTERPRETER: That's correct. 

Q Is there som2 part of this statoment that I am read- 
ing from, regarding which I haven't given you an opportunity 
to say whether it is correct? 

A I don't understand that question? 

Q Well, I understood you to say that there was some 
pertinent part of this testimony that was left out, is that 
correct? 

A I did not mean "left out, I am merely certain that 
in some connection this is mentioned in here, 

Q Well, do you want me to read anything from this state- 
ment that hasn't been read? I hand you this statement and ask 

you to read it over and see if there is any pertinent portion 
of it — the part that you're referring to. 
(Whereupon the Prosecution handed the witness the 
statement in question for the former's perusal.) 

A It is not in here. 

Q Now, I will read you another question and answer 
from this statement: , - 

1Q How did you know what time it was? 


"A I don't know. I am just figuring that it was 
twelve o'clock, In the centor of the village that tank which 


was in front of me was knocked out by a Sherman coming from the 


is +. 
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right. I myself saw the Sherman standing fifty meters right 
of me; he was standing in a blind corner, so that I could not 
reach him with my weapon. I then junmed out of my car, my re- 
con, with my crew and ran with close combat weapons into a 
house to knock out this tank from the rear of the house through 
a window with a panzerfaust. In this moment, as I ran to the 
house, my recon car was also Imocked out. Thereupon we destroy- 
ed the Sherman and went out of the house the same way that we 
came into the house and it was almost impossible to stay there, 
because the ammunition from my recon car was exploding at this 
time. I then put the fire out on the three or four of my men 
who were rolling themselves around on the ground, with the aid 
of two others of my crew, and bandaged the Adjutant of my lst 
Battalion, who had been wounded as the first tank was knocked 
out." 

Now, is that answer correct? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, I will read to you, from page 19 of this state- 
ment, a question and an answer: 

iQ What time did you leave Ligneuville? 
"A - It could have been 1330 or 1400 hours." 

Now, is that answer correct? 

A This statement of time is based on the time of twelve 
o'clock for our arrival. I stated today that, according to my 
opinion now, it must have been later. 

Q Then that statement isn't correct? 

No. ( 

Now,, when did you reach Stavelot? 

In my opinion, at about 2000 or 2100 hours. 
And was that on the seventeenth? 


(Peiper — Cross) 
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Yes. 


No. 


A 
Q Now, did you go into Stavelot at this time? 
A 
Q 


What happened? 

A It was impossible to take the town. The whole tom 
was full of Amsrican vehicles and a very large number of col- 
ums were passing the town from north to northwest. With the 
weapons at our disposal, we fired into the town and attempted 
at least to disturb the traffic of these columns. Then an Amer- 
ican column attacked the road, but I can't say with certainty 
whether this was in the evening, or the early morning hours. 
This attack was conducted by American infantry to our left flank. 
I have already described yesterday how the terrain was much 
higher on our left. We were in a closed formation on the road 
at the time of this attack and we defended against the atack 
by directing the fire from the weapons on our vehicles to our 
left -- the direction of the attack. 

Q Now, at what time did this attack start? 

A I can't say for certain. 

Q Well, was it dark? 

A Yes, it was dark: it was either at night or in the 
cei morning hours. It is possible that it was getting light 
already. f 

Q Well, at what time did you attack Stavelot on the 
18th? E 

A It was at about eight o'clock, according to my esti- 
mate today. 

Q Well, at what time did you estimate in Freising that 
you attacked Stavelot? ; 


A I don't know that any more. 
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Q Where did you spend the night before you attacked 
Stavelot? 

A I spent the night before Stavelot in Diefenthal's 
vehicle and I went up to a house next to the river in the 
morning, where I had a conference with my commanding officers 
and it was there that I ordered the attack for the next morn- 
ing. I also ordered that the 7th Company was to move towards 
the south and try to get behind the enemy and take Trois Ponts. 

Q How far southeast of Stavelot was this place that 
you are referring to, where you spent the night? 

A I didn't spend the night in a house, I said that I 
spent the night in Diefenthal's vehicle. 

Q Well,-this house that you entered, how far southeast 
of Stavelot was that? 

A In my estimate, about eight hundred or a thousand 
meters. 

Q Well, at what time did you leavo thera on the 18th? 

At the beginning of ‘the attack. 


A 
Q And at what time do you estimate now that that was? 
A 


I have already said that, in my estimate, we attack- 
ed at about eight o'clock, 
Q Well, did you order the killing of the eleven Amrican 
P's and the three civilians that were found dead by that house 
on the 18th? 
A I neither ordered that, nor did I hear about it. 
Now, at what time on the 18th did you reach La Gleize? 
At about twelve o'clock noon. 
And at what time on the 18th did yon leave La Gleize? 
At about ~- well, do you mean me personally? 
Well, you or your column? 
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A I just rode through, which might have taken about 
three minutes. The middle part and the end of my colum 
didn't go through La Gleize at all, since I had already turn- 
ed around at the time when they reached La Gleize and I or- 
dered that that part of the column following would be stopped. 

Well, did any vehicle follow you through La Gleize? 

Yes, 

At what time did you reach Cheneux? 

I had an air attack outside of Cheneux; this was 
about trelve-thirty, in my estimate. This air attack delayed 
us for about two to two and a half hours, as I have mentioned, 
In other words, that means that we arrived at Cheneux at about 
1530 or 1600 hours? 

Q Are you pretty certain of that time? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, reading from page 20 of your statement, you 
have been talking about your position before Stavelot on the 
17th, and here is the question and the answer: 

"Q What time did the American counter-attack 
take place? 

nA I figure approximately 1900 hours, it had 
just begun to get dark. 

"iQ This was on the 17th of December? 

nA Yes, because my om infantry strength was too 
weak and I decided not to attack until it got light the next 
day. I also tried to reconnoiter a new road by-passing Stavelot."! 

Now, are those answers correct? 

A No, I made a mistake here, 

Q All right, I will read further from the questions and 


answers on page 20 of your statement: 


— 
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"iQ What time did you start out on the morning 
of the 18th? 

WA I would like to say the following first: dur- 
ing the night I committed an armored group — that is to say a 
weakened panzer company, which had the mission of reaching Trois 
Ponts (6698) by way of, Wanneranval (7197) and Aisomont (6997). 
During the night, I only received one message from this company 
which notified me that they were running into severe terrain 
difficulties. On the 18th at 0600 hours I started the attack 
on Stavelot. At this time mich demolition could be seen in 
Stavelot, especially three large gas dumps. The infantry ad- 
vanced to the outskirts of the city, but they were stopped 
there because of a heavy trap that had been erected in the out- 
skirts of this city, behind which Sherman tanks and anti-tank 
weapons were standing. Besides this, we wee drawing artillery 
and anti-tank fire from the northern flank. Because we had to 
take the bridge in Stavelot at any cost, before it was destroy- 
ed, I now had to advance at all costs. I gave the order to 
three Panthers to take a running start and at top speed crash 
down on to the tank trap. 


Now, is that answer correct? 


A In the main, that answer is correct. 


(Peiper - 





Tk #238 Q Yesterday on direct examination you testified 
6/22-SR-1 
that the attack on Stoumont began on the 19th of December 
about 900 hours and that you captured some 30 prisoners of 
war and that Stoumont was taken at 1100 hours on the 19th. 
That is all correct, is it not? 
A That is correct with the exception of the fact 


that I did not say we made only 30 prisoners of war. I said 


that at first I saw approximately 30 who were brought dow. 


Q I will read from the Record. (Reading): 

"Q What date was that?" 

The answer just before that: 

"A I arrived in LaGleize for the second time 
about midnight. 

"Q What date was that? 

"A That was midnight between the 18th or 19th 
of Dgcember 'hh. 

"Q What did you do then? 

"A I immediately proceeded to reconnoiter Stoumont, 
The results of the reconnaissance were that heavy enemy 
concentrations were in Stoumont. Upon that I planned 
and prepared an attack on the tom of Stoumont the 
early morning hours of the 19th, 

"Q Did you attack Stoumont? 

"A Yes. 

"Q Did you take the village? 

Yes. 
"Q Did you see any American prisoners there? 
"A Yes. 


"Q > About how many? 


e 
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"A Contrary to my first plan I was not able 

to attack Stoumont at davm because there was a heavy 
fog. The attack began at nine o'clock. The terrain 
was very unfavorable. I was hardly able to make use 
of my tanks. ‘The enemy had dominating positions, a 
large numer of anti-tank guns and tanks also. The 
attack itself was studded with severe crises and in 
one of these crises the tanks of the Pattalion 
Poetschke attacking on the right flank proceeded to 
my back so I gave Poatschke the order to take a hand 
in there at once. Poetschke himself left his tank, 
took ‘ahold of a rocket launcher, went over to every tank 
and threatened wery commander to’ shoot him dowm at once 
if he would go back one more meter. In that manner the 
backward movement on this flank was stopped, while at 
the same time I myself organized everything that was lying 
in the ditch, including the Company Rumpf, for an attack 
on the towm which made the decision. About thirty 
prisoners of war were brought back from the main enemy 
line of defense which continued around the edge of tom. 
Upon that I gave the order to send them on to LaGleize 
at once," 

Is that testimony correct? 
A Yes. 
Q As a matter of fact, didn't the attack on Stoumont 

begin at 600 hours on the 19th and that Stoumont was captured 


vy 800 hours and you actually took 200 prisoners of war. 


Are those not the true facts? 


ny KiSVEE Nos ue 


° 
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Tk #238 Q All right. I will read from page 23 of this 
6/22-SR-3 : 

statement that you gave at Freising. This question and 

answer. (fleading): 

"Q Continue. 

"A After my reconnaissance had given me a clear 
picture of the enemy situation in Stoumont, I assembled 
for the attack on Stoumont at approximately 0600 hours 
on the morning of the 19th. The troops that I had 
with me at that time was a grand conglomeration and 
mixture of all the units that I had with me at that 
time. I had tanks from my own regiment, panzer 
grenadiers from the 2d Regiment, an AA unit of the 
air corps, an artillery battalion of our owm division 
artillery, and at least one reinforced company of para- 
troopers, which were mounted on my tanks during the whole 
advance. I had at the most 6 tanks from the 2d Tank 
Pattalion, that is the Koenigstiger Battalion, and 
because the speed with which we were advancing was too 
great for this unit after Stavelot, they were unable to 
keep up with us. The attack on Stoumont was a difficult 
one because I couldn't attack with an extended armored 
front and the point vehicles could only fight from the 
road. Enemy resistance was great and was being 
constantly fed by troops coming in from the north and the 
west. This was the first time that I was able to realize 
that strengtheried American opposition was in the making. 
After about 2 hours of combat Stoumont was taken by my 
tanks. We captured approximately 200 American, soldiers. 


The beaten eneny was followed for ‘approximately 5 
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Kilometers and then we had to stop because we didn't 

have a drop of gasoline left. At this time I tried 

to take up communication with my division by radio 

to ask them what steps had been taken as far as 

Stavelot was concerned and when I could figure on 

supplies coming up to me." 
Is that answer correct? 

A Noe 

Q Yesterday you testified that on the 19th at 1230 
hours you had a conference with Knittel in LaGleize, that 
Knittel reported Stavelot had completely been retaken by the 
enemy and that you ordered him to turn around at once and to 
clean up Stavelot. Is that correct? 

A No. 

Q You did not testify to that yesterday? 

A I did not say yesterday Stavelot was completely 
taken by the enemy again. But I said that there was serious 
difficulty again in Stavelot. I think that was an error in 
the translation yesterday. 

Q I will read this from the transcript of the Rgcord 
yesterday. (Reading): 


"Q Iwill read the next peragraph of the same 


statement. (Reading): 


'From Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER's anowor, 
I concluded that both prisoners of war would be 
bumped off. The reason I thought so at that time 
was because my company commancer had told me that 
we would not take any prisoners of war, I myself 
had shot an American, and I had seen a great number 
of dead American soldiers lying in the field before 
ENGELSDORF. As I was standing at this spot, I 
overheard Obersturmbannfuehrer PEIPER and Sturm- 
bannfuehrer KNITTEL discussing an assignment of a’ 
mission which KNITIEL had received from PEIFER, but 
I did not understand the exact details of th 
mission.' ° ; 


anise Said ait cd ais Dade esa set 
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Tk #238 "Did that happen?" 
6/22-SR-5 
And you answered: 
"A As far as the conclusion of Sergeant Motzheim 
concerning the treatment of prisoners of war is 
concerned I cannot state anything. As to the 
conference with Knittel, that happened at LaGleize 
at about 12:30. 
"Q What was that concerence about? 
uA Knittel reported at this time that only about 
two-thirds of the battalion had arrived in La@leize 
and that the rest of it was lost somewhere towards 
the rear because the enemy had completely taken 
Stavelot again and that his vehicle situation would 
not continue in a westerly direction any longer. I 
then ordered him to turn around at once, to clean up 
Stavelot and to ascertain whether our main route of , 
supply which went through Stavelot would be secure. 
Knittel asked me to make some tanks available to him for 
this undertaking but I could not do that and I had tosond 
him away rather annoyedly at the time because that was not 
a very nice mission for him. At that time the commander 
of the 2nd Battalion of the Panzer Grenadier Regiment 
reported to me. Captain Schnelle, who had just passed 
through Stavelot made reports about the situation there 
to me and put his battalion under me,!! 
Was that testimony correct? 


A, I have already stated that I did not testify that 


Stavelot, was completely taken by the enemy. A large number of 
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Tk #238 
6/22-SIL-6 


errors in translations were made here. I did not take any 
action as to that as I assumed that would be done on the 
part of the Prosecution or Defenses 
Q What part of this do you want to change now? 
A I have already said Stavelot was not completely 
tacen by the enemy but we had serious difficulties with 
the enemy at Stavelot, 
Q Is that the only thing you want to change? 
A Yes. 
Q I will read the next question after this long 
one that I read on page 23. Not to break continuity I will. 
read the last sentence of your previous answer. (Reading): 
"..eeAt this time I tried to take up commnication 
with my division by radio to ask them what steps had 
been taken as far as Stavelot was concerned and when I 
could figure on supplies coming up to me. 
"Q At what time was this and what date? 
WA It was about 1000 hours on the 19th. I forgot to 
say something in regard to this. On the previous 
evening our reconnaissance battalion caught up with 
me, the commander of the reconnaissance battalion told me 
that Stavelot was heavily occupied by the enemy and he 
was Just able to get through and that our infantry was 
pinned down east of Stavelot. I ordered him to im 
mediately turn around, return to Stavelot, attack it 
from the west, relieve pressure from the infantry on the 


east and retake Stavelot," 


"Q Who was this commander of your reconnaissance 


battalion? 
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; Tk #238 "A Sturmbannfuehrer Knittel." 
| SR-6/22-SR-§7 
} Are those two answers correct? 

A I gave those answers according to my best re- 
collection at the time. I have already explained that 
that was my first interrogation and that was the picture. 
which I put together then. 

Q The fact that this time would make a difference 
as to the culpability of yourself and some of or former 
comrades did not make any difference about you changing your 
statement, did it?. 

A My answers are given in such a manner that they 
will serve the truth. I am today giving them according to the 
best of my recollection, which, however, still leaves the 
possibility of errors in them. 

; Q You still can be wrong in your answers today? 

A, That is humanly absolutely possible. 

Q How about your answers yesterday on direct examin- 
ation? Is there any possibility that you were wrong there? 

A I have already stated that according to the best 
of my ability to remember, the picture is such as I painted it 
yesterday. 

Q Do you now say that Werner's statement, Prosecution 
Exhibit 103, wherein he says his tanks entered Stoumont on the 
morning of the 19th of Dgcember at 0700 hours and that prisoners 
of war were shot at that time is untrue? 


A Yes, I say that with absolute certainty. 


Q Do you now say that Szyperski's statement, Prosecution 


Exhibit 102, wherein he says that ‘his tank entered Stoumont 
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Tk $238 
SR-6 /22-SR-8 


between 0700 and 0800 hours and that prisoners of war were 
shot at that time is still untrue? 

Aries! 

Q Do you now say that Mikolaschek's statement, 
Prosecution Exhibit 100, wherein he says his tank entered 
Stoumont between 7 and 8 A.M, on the 19th of December and 
that prisoners of war were shot at that time is untrue? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you now say that the statement of Ritzer, 
Prosecution Exhibit 99, wherein he says the same as Szyperski 
and Mikolaschek is untrue? 

A Yes. 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I would like 
to request that Hans Hillig, Number 2h, stand. 

PRESIDENT: Number 2, stand up. 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Q Will you take a look at number 2h, Hans Hillig, 
and tell me whether on the 19th of December he was under your 
command? i 

A Yes. 

Q Do you deny that you ordered this accused Hans 
Hillig to kill an American Pi on the 19th of December 19) in 
Stoumont? 

A Yes. 

Q You stated yesterday that Sprenger told an untruth 
when he said in his statement that Amarican Pil's were killed 
in Stoumont on the 19th of December 19h). 

A Yes. i 


Q. Do you deny ‘that Sievers shot any Pits in 
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Stoumont on 
A 
Q 
Stoumont on 
A 


Q 
A 


Q 
captured an 

A 

Q 
captured on 

A 

q 

A 

Q 
December? 

A 

Q 
time he was 

A 

Q 

A 


Q 


the 19th of December 19)? 

Completely. 

Do you deny that he ever fired at their feet in 
the 19th of Decomber 19h)? 

My feet? 

The feet of the prisoners of war. 

I know nothing of that. 

You testified that on the 21st of December you 
American Major. 

Yes. 

Did you ever in a sworn statement say that he was 


the 20th of December 19)? 


. I think so. 


‘You were in error when you did,-is that correct? 


Yes. 


You are certain he was captured on the 21st of 


Yes. 

Did you keep him with you continuously after the 
captured? 

Yes. 

I mean, was he in your presence all the time? 
No. 


I will read from page 29 of your statement, this 


question and answer, (Reading): 


those 


cussed things” vith hin and he stayed with me to the ‘end: A 


nQ What happened to this American Major? 
"A I took him along to my CP and there in 


moments when ee Personally had ‘some te I dis- 
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SR~6/22-SR-10 


Is that correct? 

A That is right. 

Q How many P's did you have when you evacuated 
Stoumont on the 21st? 

A I already testified yesterday, according to ny 
general estimate, 150, 

Q Where did you keep these prisoners when they were 
in LaGleize? 

A I personally did not quarter them. I ordered 
Ideutenant Colonel Westerhagen, who was in charge of Stoumont, 
that they be placed in cellars in order to be protected from 
artillery fire. I had never visited a prisoner of war in a 
cellar and never saw them. 

Q Were they kept in more than one cellar? 


A T cannot state that with certainty but I assume 


Q I will read these tyvo questions and answers on 
page 30 of your statement made at Freising. (Reading): 

"Q Do these messengers furnish you communications 
while you are on the march in colum formation? 

NA No, not these. 

"Q Do you have others that do? 

"A If I designate them as such, yes. From 
LaGleize then in a counter-attack I eradicated the road 
block which had been erected by the Americans, that is 


the one between LaGleize and Stoumont and led the 


withdrawal of my troops from Stoumont,"' 


Are those answers correct? 2 


A. Yes, 


(Peiper—Cross ) ( 





Tk #238 
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What date are you referring to there? 

The 21st of December. 

I will read a couple more questions. (Reading); 

"Q How many prisoners of war did you have 
with you at this time? 

"A I can't say exactly. Aout 200 or 250, 

"Q What aid you do with them? 

"A They were locked up in the basements in 

La Gleize." 

Are these two answers correct? 

A No; at one time, in fact, I even stated we had 300 
prisoners. I myself did not work on the number of prisoners of 
war and the prisoners of war who were being taken. I had other 
things to worry about. I did not have a clear view any more at 
the time I madd the statement. I remember that at the conclusion 
of the operation when reporting our success, we had mentioned 300 
prisoners of war, : 

Q Your memory is not clarified by the fact that you 
cannot account for 100 or 150 prisoners of war, is it? 

A I can explain that completely. 

PROSECUTION: I-notice it is now twelve o'clock. 
At 0900 hours this morning some undisclosed information was 
brought to my attention, which makes it necessary to recall 
Ijeutenant Colonel McCowm for further cross examination and 
also this accused for cross examination. We request permission 
to recall. Colonel McCovm when he arrives for further cross 


examination and also to recall this witness for further cross 


‘ examinati on. 


LAW MEMBER: I believe when this accused took 
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End Te #238 


the stand the Defense announced that he would be recalled. 
Is that correct? 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: ‘That is correct, 
LAW MEMBER: He, of course, is available. 
PROSECUTION: Will we be permitted to continue 


our cross examination? 


LAW MEMBER: Is that agreeable to you? 


DEFENSE COUNSEL: Yes, sir. 

LAW MEMBER: When is Colonel lcCowm going to return? 

PROSECUTION: We have wired for him. They are trying 
to stop him. I do not knav what success they are havinge 

FRESIDENT: Court will adjourn to 0830 hours Monday 
morning, 2 June 1946. 

(Whereupon Court adjourned to 0830 hours Monday morning, 

2h June 196.) 
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Attached hereto is a true copy of Annex 1 to Part C of Intelligence Notes 
No. 43, dated 6 Jan 1945, a SHAEF weekly publication. 


It has been determined that the American Battalion Commander who wrote this 
account was Major Hal D. McCown whose whereabouts is now unknown, A cable has 
been dispatched to AG War Dept thru AG USFET requesting immediate action as to 
the present assignment and address of Major Hal D. McCown, 
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1. Belew is repreduced "Annex I to Part C of Intelligence 
Notes No. 43 dated 6 Jan 1945", a SHAEF weekly publication: 


COMPIDENTIAL 


ANNEXE I to PART C of INTELLIGENCE 
NOTES No; 43 dated 6 JANUARY 1945. 


BEHIND the GERMAN LINES 


Literally thousands of PWs have given their version ef what goes on 
within German units. Inevitably this is coloured by a large variety of 
factorse PWs who give the most infermatien are frequently those whe are 
brewned eff with their unit, their efficers, and the war, and their ac- 
counts reflect this feeling, eften mere subtly than is apparent. Others 
fall in the familiar categery ef "anxieus te please", and they tend te 
give what we want te hear. Finally, PWs attempt te evaluate the whele 
cempany, the battalien, the regiment, even the divisien with an actual 
knowledge ef little more than their ewn plateen. As a result, a really 
ebjective repert is an unusual eccurrences 


The following account, written by an American battalion commander, 
who was Captured and later escaped, is such a case and, with one or two 
minor deletions, is reproduced in its entirety. 


“On the afternoon of 21 Dec about 1600, I, my radio operator, and 
orderly were captured by a German patrol. I was taken back to the main 
headquarters at LA GIEIZB, passing through several areas where fire fights 
were going on between my men and the surrounded Germanse In LA GIEIZB I 
was taken to the cellar containing the commander of the German troops 
whose name I later found out was Lt Col Peiper, 1 Tank Regiment 1 SS Pan- 
zer Division Adolf Hitler. An interpreter who had spent 16 years in Chi- 
cago, USA, served as interpreter. I later found out that the majority 
of German officers spoke English fairly well. ‘The Colonel spent a few 
minutes trying to get tactical information from me but seeing the attempt 
was worthless, sent me away again, and I was then taken to a cellar cone 
taining a German 2nd Lt and several high-ranking NOOs; they were dressed 
very faultlessly in their black Panzer uniforms y/ each with several 





decorations. I mentally noted at the time that this would probably 
turn out to be one of their ‘bluff! attempts to get information. All 
of the effects were there - I was placed in a chair, apart from the 
other occupants of the cellar, where the light of a small electric 
bulb would fall mainly upon my face leaving the rest of the room in 
semi-darkness. One of the NOOs drew his Inger, examined his clip, 
reloaded the weapon and laid it on the table in front of him. It was 
with difficulty that I managed to suppress a smile at these obviously 
studied and rehearsed preparations in a place so identical with what 
intelligence officers back in the States teach our troops to expect 
when in the hands of the enemy. The only distracting feature to an 
otherwise perfect setting, as far as they wereconcerned, was the fre- 
quent crashing of an American artillery concentration sometimes quite 
uncomfortably close. The next thirty minutes was spent in an attempt 
to extract from me the information I had refused to give the commander 
earlier that afternoon. I was surprised to see that as my failure to 
respond to their threatenings contimed they grew no angrier tut instead 
seened to lose interest in the procedure. Finally, I was taken to 
another cellar where a warrant officer searched me thoroughly, taking 
my flashlight and Imife but leaving me my wrist watch, ring, a little 
food I was carrying, and my personal papers. I was conducted to a very 
small cellar which contained four other American officers, all Lieu- 
tenants of my own regiment. We exchanged information about our present 
situations 


During the entire time I was in this town I gathered all the infor 
mation I could from other captives as well as German officers and mon 
(who talked to a surprising degree) about the strength, disposition and 
condition of the Germans in that area. The Germans in the LA GLEIZE 
pocket were part of 1 SS Panzer Division Adolf Hitler. Lt Col Peiper « 
normally a regimental commander « commanded this column, which consisted 
of more than his regular command. I learned later that the LA GLEIZB 
pocket consisted of only a portion of his colwm, a considerable portion 
being near STAVELOT, the remainder near TROIS PONTS and further back 
on the route of the breakthroughe 


The initial order to Col Peiper contained the information that he 
could not expect supplies from the rear during the attack, that he would 
capture both gas and food for subsistence, Extra ammnition was carried, 
and strict orders against wastage of ammunition were emphacised. 


I did my best to determine the objectives of this unit and gained 
from several sources among the German officers and men that this division 
would be the first elesent in LIEGE and MAASTRICHT, Col Peiper ques~ 
tioned me fruitlessly several times about road and bridge conditions in 
the MAASTRICHT areas 


4n amazing fact to me was the youth of the members of this organi za 
tion = the bulk of the enlisted mon were either 18 or 19, recently ree 
cruited, but from my observations thorowghly trained. ‘There was a good 
sprinkling of both privates and NOs from the years of Russian fighting. 
The officers for the most part were veterans but were also very younge 
Col Peiper was 29 years old, his tank battalion commander was 3); his 
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captains and lieutenants ran from 19 years to 27 years of age. ‘The 
morale was high throughout the entire period Iwas with them despite 
the extremely trying conditions. The discipline was very good. ‘The 
noise discipline on the night movements - which I will mention later - 
was so perfect that I could hardly believe that they could accomplish 
ite The physical condition of all personnel was good, except for a 
lack of proper food, which was apparent more strongly just before I 
escaped from the unit. The equipment was good and complete with the 
exception of some reconditioned half~tracks among the motorised equip- 
ment. All men wore practically new boots and had adequate clothing. 
Some men wore parts of American uniforms, mainly the knit cap, gloves, 
sweaters, overshoes, and one or two overcoats. I saw no one, however, 
in American uniforms or in civilian clothes. ‘The relationship between 
the officers and men, particularly the commanding officer, Col Peiper, 
was closer and more friendly than I would have expectede On several 
occasions ‘Col Peiper visited his wounded, and many times, as we were 
climbing the steep hills I saw him speak a couple of cheering words 
and give a slap of encouragement on the back of heavily loaded mone 


Later on during the night of 21 December at approximately 2300 I 
was again taken to the cellar headquarters of Col Peiper. I found 
him in a very much different mood from his former cold impersonal atti- 
tude. He and I talked together from 2300 until 0500 the next morning,- 
our subject being mainly his defence of Naziism and why Germany was 
fighting. I have met few men who impressed me in as short a space of 
time as did this German officer. He was approximately 5 ft 8 inches 
in height, 140 lbs in weight, long dark hair combed straight back, SB 
straight well-shaped features, with remarkable facial resemblance to 
the actor, Ray Milland. He is the holder of the Iron Cross with oak 
leaves and had fought in Russia for a long period of time and briefly 
at MORTAIN and CAEN. 


He was completely confident of Germany's ability to whip the Allies. 
He spoke of Himmler's new reserve army quite at length saying that it 
contained so many new divisions, both armoured and otherwise, that our 
G-28 would wonder where they all came from, He did his best to find 
out from me the success V-1 and V-2 wore having and told me that more 
secret weapons like those would be unloosed. He said a new submarine 
campaign is also opening up and they had been told that there had been 
considerable tonnage sunk in the English Channel just recently by the 
new underwater attack. ‘The German Air Force, he said, would now come 
forth with many new types and which - although inferior in mamber to 
the Allies - would be superior in quality and would suffice their needs 
to cover their breakthrough in BELGIUM and HOLLAND and later to the 
French coaste 


Concerning treatment of prisoners by the SS, I can state that at no 
time were the prisoners of this organisation mistreated. Food was 
scarce, but it was nearly as good as that used by the Germans thenselves. 
The Anerican prisoners were always given cellar space to protect them 
from the exceedingly heavy American artillery barrages. I was taken 
for a brief period to the main prisoner inclosure which was a large twoe 
room, well constructed cellar quite superior to any I saw in La GLEIZ, 
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The men were oli terauty overcrowded and were atiowing the guards 

to bully them a little. I organised the entire group of some 130 into 
sections, appointed a First Sergeant and laid down a few rules concern~ 
ing rotation sleeping, urinating, equality and distribution of food and 
got the German warrant officer in charge of the prisoners settled upon 


a fairer method of giving water to prisoners and providing ventilation. 


I was taken back the morning of 22 December and again placed in the 
small cellar with the four other American officers. All that day Ameri« 
can artillery pounded the town incessantly, even the guard detachment « 
consisting of 5 Germans - came down into our cellar, heavily overcrowding 
the tiny room. In the afternoon a 105 shell made a direct hit on the 
wall of our cellar, throwing the German sitting beside me half-way across 
the room. A hole approximately 24 ft in diameter was mocked in the 
wall. Lt Henley and Lt Youmans of my Regiment helped pull the German 
out from under the rubble and got him on the floor of the undamaged part 
of the cellar. Within a few minutes another shell landed a few feat 
outside the hole in the cellar wall and shrapnel and stone flew through 
the room. Lt Henley was killed instantly and three Germans were wounded. 
One of the Germans died within about thirty minutes. We administered 
first aid as well as we could.e For several hours, while the shelling 
continued without appreciable let-up, the dead and wounded, together with 


those who were unhurt, were cramped close together in the unharmed half 
of the emall cellar. 


Iate in the afternoon parties of American enlisted men came to the 
cellar and removed the dead and wounded; the litter bearers told me that 
German casualties had been heavy throughout the town. 


late in the afternoon of 23 December I was called once more to Col 
Peiper's headquarters. He told me that he had received orders fron the 
Commanding general to give up his position and withdraw to the Hast to 
the nearest German troops. He said that he knew it to be impossible to 
save any of his vehicles, - that it would have to be a foot withdrawale 
His immediate concern was what to do with the American prisoners, of 
which he had nearly 150, as well as his own wounded. He dictated to me 
@ plan of exchange whereby he would leave all American prisoners under 
the command of the senior P¥, a Captain, to be turned over to the Ameri- 
can commander as the Americans entered the tow the next day. He said 
that his wounded would also be left in the cellars of LA GLHIZE and that 
he would leave a German medical officer in charge of them. He had pree 
viously left a considerable number of wounded in the chateau at STOUMONY 
which had already been captured by Americans. In exchange for the Amerie 
can prisoners, all German wounded would be turned over to the 1 SS Pan- 
ser Division wherever they might be when the wounded were assembled. I 
would then be released back to the American lines as I would be the only 
prisoner retained during the foot movement of the Germans Kast from La 
GLEIZB. I told Col Peiper that I could not give him any assurance that 
the exchange would be carried out as it was a matter for higher head- 
quarters. He said that he fully understood, and all of the plan con- 
cerning the American prisoners was carried out as already stated. 


All during the night of 23-24 December plans were laid for the 
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evacuation of LEGLEIZE. At 0300 24 December the foot column began to 
move. Col Peiper and I moved immediately behind the point, the remainder 
of his depleted regiment following in single file. Col Peiper told me 
that he had 800 men to evacuate. I later watched the column pass three 
separate times, and this number was correct according to my own estimates 


We crossed the L'AMBLEVE river near LA GLEIZE on a amall highway 
bridge immediately underneath the railroad bridge and moved generally 
south climbing higher and higher on the ridge line. At 0500 we heard 
the first tank blow up, and inside of thirty mimuites the entire area 
formerly occupied by Col Peiper's command was a sea of fiercely burning 
vehicles, the work of the small detachment he had left behind to complete 
destruction of all of his equipment. He told me later that there were 


a few vehicles he had not destroyed. I could not ascertain the exact 
reason whys 


The foot column was closed into a thickly wooded slope on a very 
high hill. Col Peiper, his staff and myself with my two guards spent 
all day of the 24th reconnoitering for a route to rejoin other German 
forcese No food was available at any time after we left LA GLEIZE; the 
only subsistence I received was four small pieces of dried biscuit and 
two swallows of cognac which one of the junior officers gave me. The 
German regimental surgeon latergave me one piece of Charms candy, the 
sugar of which did me lots of good during the later long march. At 
1700, just before dark, the column started moving again on the selected 
route; we pushed down into a valley in single colum with a hoavily 
armed point out aheade The noise made by the entire 800-man group was 
so little that I believe we could have passed within 200 yards of an 
outpost without detection. As the point neared the base of the hill I 
could hear quite clearly an American voice call out "lialt! Who is 
there?" The challenge was repeated three times, then the American 
sentry fired three shots. A moment later the order came along the cole 
umn to turn around and move back up the hill. ‘The entire column was 
half-way back up the hillside in a very few minutes. A German passed 
by me limpinge He was undoubtedly leading the point, as he had just 
received a bullet through the lege The colonel spoke briefly to him 
but would not permit the méedicos to put on a dressing; he fell in the 
column and continued moving on without first aid. The point moved 
along the side of the hill fo? a distance of a half mile, then again 
turned down into the valley, this time passing undetected through the 
valley and the paved road which ran along the basee Several American 
vehicles "chopped" the column but at no time was its presence detected. 
The entire 800 men were closed into the trees on the other side of the 
valley in an amazingly short period of time. 


I could tell then that Col Peiper was basing his direction of move- 
ment on the explosion of American artillery fire a’ the probable loca= 
tion of his friendly forces. His informtion as to the present front 
lines of both sides was as meagre as my own as he had no radio and no 
other outside contact. He contimously consulted his map, indicating 
that he was quite thoroughly lost. We continued moving from that time 
on continuously up and down the rugged hills, crossing small streams, 
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pushing through thick undergrowth and staying off and away from roads 
and villages. At around 2200 Col Peiper, his Executive, and his S-3 
disappeared from the forward command groupe I and my two guards were 
placed in charge of the regimental surgeon whose familiar Red Cross 
bundle on his back made it easy for me to walk behind. I tried in 
vain to find out where Col Peiper went; one friendly enlisted man of 
Col Peiper's headquarters told me that Col Peiper was very tired, and 
I believe that he and a few selected members of his staff mst have 
holed up in some isolated house for food and rest, ~ to be sent for 
from the main body aftery they had located friendly forces. 


The change of command of the unit also wrought a change in method 
of handling the mene A young captain in charge of the leading company 
operated very close to me and my knowledge of Latin as well as the 
German I had picked up enabled me to understand to some degree practic~ 
ally every order he issued. I heard him tell my gards to shoot me if 
I showed the slightest intention of escaping, particularly when we 
neared Americans. Whereas Col Peiper had given a rest "break" every 
hour or 80, there were no "breaks" given under the new command from that 
time until I escaped. The country we were now passing through was the 
most rugged we had yet encountered, All of the officers were contime 
ously exhorting the men to greater effort and to laugh at weakness. I 
was not carrying anything except my canteen, which was empty, mt I 
know from my om physical reaction how tired the men with heavy weapons 
load must have been. 


I heard repeated again and again the warning that if any man fell 
behind the tail of the colum he would be shot. I saw some men crawling 
on hands and knees. I saw others who were wounded but who were being 
supported by comrades up the steep slopes; there were fully two dozen 
wounded in the colum, the majority of whom were going along quite well 
by themselves. ‘There was one captain who was rather severely wounded, 
the colonel had told me, who moved along supported by another officer 
and a medical NCO and was still with the unit the last I saw of him 


We approached very close to where artillery fire was landing and 
the point pushed into American lines three times and turned back. I 
believe the Germans had several killed in these attempts. Finally the 
commander decided to swing over the ridge and come down in the next 
valley and try to reach their lines. I was firmly convinced by this 
time that they did not know where they were on the map as there were 
continuous arguments from among the junior officers as they held their 
conferences. At around midnight the condition of the men was such that 
a halt would have to be given and warmth and food provided. I heard 
the captain say that he would attempt to locate a small village where 
the unit could hole up for the rest of the night. At approximately 
0100 I believe I heard word come back that a small town was to the front 
which would suffice. At this time I was not forward near the point, - 
my guards held me back near the position which was occupied by the 
covering force between the village and the west, - that is to say, 
towards the American reare 


The outpost had already moved into position before firing broke out 
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not very far from where I was standing. My guards and I hit the ground, 
tracer bullets flashed all around us, and we could hear the machine gun 
bullets cutting the trees very close over us. The American unit, which 
I later found out was a company, drove forward again to clear what it 
obviously thought was a stray patrol, this time using mortar fire as 
well. The mortar fire fell all around on the German position. I do 
not know if my guards were injured or not - shrapnel cut the trees all 
around us. ‘The American machine gun and rifle fire was very superior 
to that of the covering forcee I could hear commands being shouted in 
toth German and English with the latter predominating. There was con- 
siderable movement around me in the darkness. I lay still for some tine 
waiting for one of my guards to give me a command, After some time I 
arose cautiously and began to move at right angles from the direction of 
the American attack watching carefully to my rear to see if anyone was 
covering me or following me. After moving approximately 100 yards I 
turned and moved directly toward the direction from which the American 
attack had come. I can remember that I whistled some American tun<but 

I have forgotten which one it wase I had not gone over 200 yards before 
I was challenged by an American outpost of the 82nd Airborne Division." 


Ce We PENCE, 
Colonel, Inf., 


Deputy Chief of Division 





